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Siemers 
[DENT: Dr. Senter, I think yesterday we got to the stage 


whether any of the other Defendants Counsel wishe t^ ask any questions, 
y 


ieme Raeder 
DR. BASES (Counsel for pefendant ene) Yes, indeed, I believe Dr, 


von Luedinghausen wishes to examine the witness. 
ERICH VON WEIZAECKER ==- Resumed 
DIRECT EXAMINATION =- Resumed 

BY DR. VON LUEDINGHAUSEN (Counsel for defendant vcn Neurath) 

Q Witness, I choulc like to put several questions to you about 
the activity of Mr, vcn Neurath in the capacity of foreign minister. At 
thet time you were director of the political department cf the foreign 
office. What were those dates? 

A From the late summer of 1936, in a deputy capacity, and beginn- 
ing with the spring of 1937, until the spring cf 1938, in a full capacity. 

Q But before then y.u hac tho opportunity tc work with Mr. von 
Neurath, and on an occasion in the yoar 1932, in the autumn of that year, 
you attended the same disarmament conference at Geneva? 

Yese 
Q What tendencies did Mr, von Neurath follcw, and what was the 


attitude that he represented at the disarmament conference? What was his 


The attitude of ifr. von Neurath was prescribed along the lines 
of the League of Nations; anc disarmament was stipulated according to the 
treaty. He followed those lines. 

Q In other words, he follcwed the same policy which his pre- 
decessors follcwe- at this conference? 


It was always the same, 
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Q All. the regimes anc all the governments before then were intere 
ested in bringing about peace and unity, and had followed their policies 
accordingly. Did Mr. von Neurath represent these same peaceful policies? 


A 


A I never noticsd 


Q At that time =. 5680 is, in the year 1972,-- did you notice 
in any way that he had national socialist tendencies, or that he was sym= 
pathetic withthe National 

A I hac the impression that there was no common meeting point 
between him and national socialism. 

Q Can you briefly give us his foreign political beliefs, and 
what he was at that time? Was he a béllicerent cr was he a representative 
of a determined peace policy and a policy of negctiation and understanding? 

A I should like to say that Mr, von Neurath represented the peace- 
ful revisicnist policy, the same policy that had been carried on by his 
predecessors, He pursued a good neighbor policy, a policy of being 
neighbors with all without binding himself in a pclitical way in any 


manner, But as far as a warelike tendency is concerned in his political 


leanings, I never noticed anything like that at all. 


Q In the year 1936, when you became one of his closest collabor~= 


ators, cic he change his political beliefs at all, or were they always 
the same? 
It was always the same. 
Q He was especially interested in bringing ab:ut an understanding 


with England as well as with frances; is that right? 
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à I do not bolicve thet. There was not only one agency but mony who acted 


ly 22—)i-RT+2-1 


along these lines, snd those were the aguncies who had the connections ond 
flucnee with Hitler. That was beyond control; but ^ccording to ith. outcihiv, ono 
could gather thot, 
Q Do you know why, for whet reason, tho anti-Comintun P^ct, which in Nov- 
on of 1935 wes conclucud with Japan, w^s not signed by von Neursth but by then 
bassador von Ribbentrop in London? 
asn't that in 1936? 


f; Yes, that is correct. 


-ssunc for 


|, it through, 


H 
e 
: 


Neurith in asrcaucnt with t anti-Coiintorn Pret 
Tht I co not know, 
and what was the personal policy of von ! 
in office or did he try to bring in lationel soci^Jist offici ls? 
von kcurath we Nays intcrust. (Coping ole offici^ls whom hc 
and to keg; positi ^S well, 
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-Nq S ^6 the nonont 
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the attitude of ir, von Nouriti 
when ho was no longer Forcign iini: r, wnen political questions ct ic acute in 
the cutwen of 1938 nnd when the ;unich Confcrenes was conclud.à not wrs his 
activity in thet connection? 
4 41 reenll 5 seeno in the Rich Ch-nccllory, --it took place on tho day 


che hunich agrcement, -- on which ocession i1 on Noursth vory 


and dccidudly cdvised that there should be ^ policy of ppeasqucnt snd ide 


4 


visod that they :ollow the Suggvstion of .ussolini to hove a Fourelouww confront 
^ Do you iknow thot, after the duparturs of von Nour^ti fron. thc Forcign 
Office, the policy wis th.t he wes forbidden to h^ve ny more forcign politic:1 
information? 
I do believe I roc2ll that the successor of ur. von Nourath reserved 


sphere for his own. 


further questions, 
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DR LATERNSi4: br. Laternser, counscl for the Ginori Staff cnd the O.&. i. 
BY DR. L.TLRNSEi: 
ur. von  vizscceker, beginning in the suuzcr of 1943, you were German 
iabassador ^t the Holy Sec in Ronu? 
4 JYoS. 
^ at tho sac tine, tho Conmandcr in Chief in the Lcditcor^ncon Theater was 
Ficld uwarshsl Kesselring? 


x 
à Xo8, 


That is, ho w.s the Commander in Chief in this theator from the 25th of 
Soptcoubur, 1943, onworc? 
Yes, 
Before th:t tine an Italian Gener 1 hod this post? 
Yes, 
cre you frequently called in by Kesselring in orcur to arbitr-te con- 
betiven the Geruan authoritics ^na the loc-l population? 


au e z I A v9 "ie } : "mico T. We ml Ses 
ihere was 2 very close coincection between Field ii^?rsho^l Xossclring!s 


own position, not only in orucr to clor up ciff.roncos but, first of ^11, 


i 


L Mopop 


prevent differences, 
Did you, through you frequent contracts with Field.. 
rocoivo impression of hi., spocific^lly, of the attitude of the military 
^ro asking bout Ficld ii^rshol Kessclring, 
We are not trying ücssolring hat rolev^nco hrs this quustion got? 

DR. LATZANSR this estion is relevant for this reason: In cross ex:mina- 
tion of Ficld i:arshal Kesselring the Prosecution broug! rth incrininating 
notcrial to the cifect that the zilit-ry leadership in Italy did not follow the 

of huacnity. I distinctly remember that, ir. Pr.sidunt, 
5805, and ^pplicd to sn objection to Dr. Sicmers 

coneurnod itself with ^n ^ccus^tion aginst the C ^l Staff. Through 
just ^ few questions, I should like to ^sk the v ; bout this motcrial which 
inerinin-t.;s the Goncral Stoff. 

you wish to ask hin anything that he knows about accusa- 

tions which hr been mode by the Prosocution against Kossolring as ^ muubur of 
the Gon.rol Stoff, thon yo 


DR. L..TA&iNSia1: Yi x, Presidunt. I stort.d with that idea -nd thzt was 





aa TL 


BY DR. L TERNS R: 


im. von cizsaccker, in the Italian theater of war, the objects of art 


of It^ly, were they spared and were they put in s:fe kcoping? 

L The German rGhrmacht, the German ir Forces, under tae leadership of Fiol 
worshal Kessolring, went to the greatest trouble to sparc church goods, the actua: 
churches ond church property, This, however, wes a large chapter in the activi- 
tios of the Field üsrshal and his Staff and, of course, success was not wanting. 

Q Can you give us one or two especially significant exczaplos on this point? 

A There is such 2 wealth of cxumples that I - ould like to mention only that 
six months or a year ago there wis an exhibition of manuscripts which took place 
in the Vatican. These were objcets which were saved, for tho most part, through 
the activities of the German ehruseht; end the Gerwan ;ohrnscht is to be thanked 
for it, 

^ Thet is sufficient, Nr, von Ueizs-eckor. Tho High Lilit-ry leadership in 
Italy is accused of treating the Italian population especially horshly and crucll 
Can you tell us anything ^bout the fact that, on the part of the high military, 
lendership in Italy, ccrtain mcasures were t^kon for the fccding of the populatio; 
at a period of tine when thu food problem was ^ difficult onc? 

4 This question is eSpeci^lly to the food proble? 

Q Yos, the food problenm in Ronce 

Ay Sphere of observation w-s just Rowe. and + ern S^y in this connection 
thet Field i-rshol Kesselring told ic one day that half of his days werc bring 
uscd up in conc.rning himself with th. focding of Rons; ^nd I know a higher 
military official == I beliove his nue was Seiphart or something like that, who 
with great devotion concerned himself with this problem end corricd it through 
with success, 

Now, ir, 'itness, I come to Ly last question, Throujh your observation 
of the activities of the high military leaders in italy you gained ^ clear pic- 
ture of these people. Did you, through that obsurvi..tion, reccive the impression 
that thoro was sincere effort to Corry through the usages of wor :nd the laws of 
huü^nity and to adhere to these? 

à That is ^ n tter of course, Othcrwise, curtainly sucecss could not have 
come about, Perhaps it is not .nown here that in the autuun of 1943 thc Holy Sce 


3 


published a onrnunique, ^n official comunique, to the effect th^t the buh«vior 
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of the German soldiers in Romo was being praised especially and the sparing of 


the Eternal City could not have been re^liz.d if the Gorman ` chrmacht had not 
acted the way it did. 


Q and that was a special norit of Ficld iuarshal Kessclring? 

A I would say that when the History of this time is being written, at the 
top of the list of merits will be Pope Pius the Xll, Then praise will be accord- 
ed, in the second place, to the German Wehrmacht under tho leadership of von 


Kosscelring. 


DR. LATERNSER: Thank you very much, I have no further quvstions,. 
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BY PR, MUBESCHOK (Counsel Sad Sofoni-s& wu Papen ly 

Q lt was assorted that in tho summer of 134, that the dofondant, who 
has boon made special mbassačor to Vionna, from Vienna pursuod a policy of 
aggressivo oxpansion, including tho ontiro southoast up into Turkey, and that, 
waong other things, thet neighboring states like Hungary and Poland rocoivod 
offers from himregarding total aggrandizoment from the partition of 
Czochoslovakia, Did this policy actually oxist? 

Itm sorry. I did not undorstond your question, 
Q Did this policy, vhich I just outlinod, actually exist? 


A My observation dates only fron tho late summor of 1936, for before 


that timo I was abroad. tpat ire von Papen carried on 2 southeastern policy 


fron Vionna or that ho was charged thorowith, Idid not notico, Evon lator, 
tho Foroign Offico could not charge him with such a mission for ho was not 
subordinate to tho Foroipi 

Q ind this policy, as I'vo just outlinod, did that exist’ in tho 
Fórcirn Offico when you assumed your t 

Ploaso ropcot tho questions 

Did this policy -- 

Which policy? 

Aggressive oxpansion on tho part of Gormany to tho southoast up 
into Turkoy, partition of Czechoslovakia, and tho rolinguishing of part of 
Czochoslovakia to Poland and Hungarye 

A In tho yoar '39? 
Q $6, 1986, 

No, 

RECROSS-EZAINATION 
ELYN JONES: 

Witness, I wont to ask you ono or two questions about the Athonia 
matter. You have told tho Tribunal that you, yoursolf, saw tho Ancrican charge 
d'affairos and informed him about tho middle of ‘September that tho Athonia 


could not have beon sunk by a Gorman UsBoat,e That is SO, iS it not? 
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4, I did not soc tho Amoricon charge d'affaire in tho middle of 


Soptombor, but on tho samo day on which I heard of tho Sinking, ond that 


must have been, porhops, the 3rd or 4th or 5th of Soptonbor, 


Q Were you alroady assuring tho American ropresontatives as carly 
as that that a U-boat could not have boon responsible? 


f 


4 — Yos, that's correct, 

Q And did yourecomond or, rathor, did tho German “orcign Office 
rocommond that the Command &Goreiu-Chiof of tho Gormon Navy should reecivo tho 
American naval attache and toll him th 10 Sono thing, namely, that a U-boat 


could not have sunk tho “thonic? 


m 


that I don't know. I only doalt with tho charge d'affairo, 
Q I'd like you to look at a now docunor s D-804, y h willbo Exhibit 
GB-477, which is an oxtract: from tho SKL filo on tho Athenian caso. You will 


roport from Noubauor to tho Naval Attache and it road 


ML 


as follows: 

Foroign Uffico has had a roport of tho nouting botwoon tho Commander- 
in-Chicf of tho Gorman } Navy and tho Anoricas Nava] Attache on tho 13th 
of Soptomber, 1939, passod o 1% by tclophono it is worded as follows: 


at about 1300 hours, the Corman dor-in-Chiof 


* haven't found tho place 
You may follow tho English copy, witnoss, if you'd loko. I road tho 
Soconu paragraph: 


"On the 16th c; Soptombor, at abou 1500 hours, thoCo 


tho American Noi val Attache on tho advico of tho 


de n 


and told him noro or loss tho fo llowing: He had intondod 


for somo days Already =-= as ho know == to write him to visit him, in ordor 


to toll hin his opinion about tho nking of tho 'ZXhenia!, in viow of the 


about it, Howovor ho had waitod for tho roturn of tho 


had boon omployod in waging wor arainrt 


morchant 
time in question which might possibly be concerned, in order to 
about their activity porsonally, He ropostod most euaphotically 


sinking of tho 'ithoniat wag not csu a Gorman submarino, 





I 


nearest to the place of the incident was ct the timo actually situated 
about 170 soa miles away from tho place of tho sinking, Besides this, 
the instructions according to which tho comaanders had to wago war against 
all boon publishod,. Up to date, in no caso had 
theso instructions beon oven slightly disregarded. On the contrary, on 
4moricon captain roportod a short timo before about the particularly 
courtoous and chivalrous behaviour of tho submarino commanders e" 
Well, now, it's clear from that, is it not, that tho Gorman Foroipn 
“ffico was most nnxious to cover up this mattor of tho "Athonia" as bost it 
wos it not? 
No, thoro was nothing to bo covered upe 
ihon you discovered nt the ond of Soptonbor that in fact it was tho 
sunk tho àthonia, thoro was thon a good doal to bo covored, 
thoroe 
I bolievo thet - ated yostorday already that I rocoivod no knowledge 
to that offcct. 
Q dro you saying that you didn't know at tho ond 
roturn of t! ( &t tho U-50 had in fact 
romomber that in any way 
ihon dic you first discovor that tho U-30 had sunk tho 
U-50 had sunk thoáthonia? 
ny rocolloction, not at all durins tho war, 
Q But I understood you to sav yostorday that you thought that tho 


cL 


publication in tho Voolkischor Boobaohtor, : sing winston Churchill of 


sinking tho «thonia, was a pioco of porvorso imagination; is thot richt? 


Completely, 


Q Aro you cloarly saying to tho tribunal that -- thoro you were ina 


rosponsiblo job =-= aru you saying to tho !ribunal that yov.did not discovor 
tho truo facts about tho Athonia until tho ond of the war, whon you wore 
directly concerned in tho Foroirn Offico with this mattor? 

I clroady yosterday told you everything that I know about this, 
It scoms to no that it was roalizod lator in tho Naval Stafl, that tho 


of tho4áthonia is to bo tracod back to a "i ) but I cannot 
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that this fact was told to me or tho Foreign Offices 
Q åt ony rato, the defendant Raodor took no stops to correct tho 


information that had been passed to theimerican diplomatic roprosontotivos, 
all that Admiral Racder advised mo or 


Woll, with rogard to the dofondant, Racdor took no stops 


1 ^ 


information that had been p^ssod to tho4oricon Jiplometic roprosonta 


i 


I do not rocall at all that Admiral Racder advisod mo or tho 


A 


Foroign Offico of tho fact, 


Well, with roparà to the dofondcont, Pa 


tno information that had toon passed tothoánoriean diplomatic 


advisec mo or tho 
Forcirn Uffico of 
Q oll, with rogari tothe dofondont vmNourcth -w 
m not proposing ‘tc 
history, as this lribun- s indicated tha 
into- tho 
ox latore 
ask: you a goneral quostion, hat was tho 

at which rospcnsiblo officials of tho Foroign Office Jike yoursoif first 

iitlor iztondol to; 

tho foroignu political policy of thc 


that i roalizod for tho fi mo 11 T Pu and I roalizod 


n ; E mE. sux Hadvue 1 : 
ho fact that an accrossivo war was plamed, porhops, in 


suii.r of 1938, (lid I realize that, but that tho course of tho forcicn 
policy which we woro pursuin: might vory oasily load to war, 
A : ' r P . : : t . 

Q Already in April, 1938, tho foroicn political situation was bp 


On Ian A mn * a ^ s . (1 s 
tonso that you sont 'ą üpoóinl mohorandun to all Gorman diplomatic 
Į | 


Suprusontatives doalip; with tho situation and tho situation of cr 
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Thot may bee “ay I be permitted to rond the document? 

Q I want you to look at document 9572-PS, which is a memorandum of 
the 25th of April, 1938, signed by yourself, and acopy of which was sont to 
all tho German diplomatic roprosontativos, It will be exhibit GB=478¢ 
That document reads: 

"Since tho work in the field of preparation for the mobilization has made 
further progress within Germany in the Armed Forees and ir all civile 
administrations including tho Foroign Office, it is necessary now that in 
tho caso of government offices abroad corresponding measures also be taken in 
their arca of jurisdiction without dolay," 

And then thoro follows a sorios of instructionns to the actions that 
are to bo token on the commencement of tho period of crisis or of actual 


and there is on insistonco in tho last paragraph, but oro: 
t . m 1 o sd Bd n . - 
'I roquost the hoads of of icos, without waiting for further instruction: 
sidering now the mossuro: | taken into consideration 


o 


sphere of activity in tho ca IER 2 Situation. In tho interest of 


absoluto socrocy it must bo observed trictly that the number of people 


a 


romai 
as oarly as April, 1938, 


conscious of th. imminent approach of actucl mobilization; is 
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22 May-M-Pi-l-1 


A May I ask whether this document is for the year 1938 or 1939? 
I can not quite distinguish the date. 

Q 25 April 1938. 

A That may be. 

Q Now, you yourself were opposed to Hitler's aggressive foreign 
policy, were you not? 

A I did not quite understand your question. 

Q You yourself were opposed to Hitler's aggressive foreign pclicy, 
were you not? 

A I personally, you mean? Completely. 

Q Dia you endeavor to persuade the cefendant von Neurath also 
to oppose Hitler's aggressive foreign policy? 

A Nre von Neurath at that time was nct Foreign Minister at all. 

Q But he continuecto be a very important functionary of the Nazi 
state, did he not? 

A I believe that his influence was even smaller than before this 
period, but I did keep in contact with him, and I believe that I agreed 
with his opinion and he with mine. 

Q And yet he continued to serve th Nazi state, in particular, 
in a territory which was acquired as a result cf this policy of aggress- 
ions is that not sc? 

A I should be grateful to you if you put this question to Mr. 
von Neur&th rather than to me, 

Q Now, you were in Italy anà in “ome, were you nct, in March cf 
191? 

A Yese 

Q You have given me some evidence as to the behavior of the 
German forces in Italy. Were you in Rome at the time of the massacres in 
the Adiantine caves? You remember the incident, do you not? 

A Yes. 

Q Where 325 Italians were murcered and 57 Jews were thrown in 
as a bit of make-weight. You were there when that happened, weren't you? 

A I believe it was 320 prisoners who were murdered in this cave 
which-you just mentioned, 
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Were you consulted about that matter? 

No, 

That was an action by German forces, was it not? 

I believe tho German police, rather than the German armed forces. 


3 4nd you know, witness, that there were many murders of that 


kind carried out by the SS during the period of German activity in Itdy, 


do you not? 
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A , do not know about many murders which took place, but I know that tł 
Gorman police could do quite a bit in this connection, 
Q You know that they left terror and brutality shetever thoy left theii 
mark upon Italy; is that not so? 
The Gorman Police, yos, 
ELWYN:JONES: I have no fucther que-stions. 
PRESIDENT: Do you want to ro-oxanino? 


SITMERS: (Counsel for defendant Raeder) I have no more questions, Your 


Then the witness can ratire. 


DR. SIT vi resident, ay I please be permitted to coll my witness, 


^ 


Vice-ådmiral Schulte Moenting, 
SRICH SCHULTE-i/OENTING, a witness, took tho stand and testified as follow: 
Y THT PRESIDENT: 
Q Will you state your full nano? 
Erich Schulte-iioontinz. 

Q Will you repeat this oath aftor mes 

I swear by God, Almighty and Omniscicnt, that I vill spoak the pure truth 
and will withoid and add nothing. 

(Tho witness repeated tho oath.) 

THz PRESIDENT: You nay 

DIRECT PXALMINATION 
LERS, 

Q Adniral, ploase toll us bricfly in what positions you were activo in 
tho ycar 1925 through 1945, with ospocial roferonco to tha positions which were 
directly under Grand admiral Raeder,. 

1925 t0.1928, I was iarino and Naval Adjutant ^f Reichspresident Hin- 
denburg, an? simultaneously socond adjutant ef tho Chi-f of the jarino Laoders. 

From 1929 until 1933 I had several different positions. 

Fror 1933 to 1937 I was First icjutant with Raeder. 

“ron 1937 to 1939 I had conbot comands, 


From 1939 to 1943 I was chiof of staff with Grand dmiral Racder, Then I 
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9 Were there any plans of a ©’ rategic nature carried out while 


22 May l9lj6-W-DiR-5-1 


the Versailles Treaty was operative, regarding an aggressive war? 

A Nevere 

Q What basis was there for the maneuvers taken by the Navy in 
the years 1932 until 1939? 

A They were only for protection and defense of the coastal waters. 

Q Was a war with England considered as a basis for any one of 
those maneuvers? 

A No, that was never considered, and I believe anyone would 
have considered anything like that inpossible and nonsensicale I do 
rememoer that at the beginning of the year 1933 Raeder issued a directive 
to the commanders at the front regardiig manuevers, where a maneuver 
directed against England was considered an impossibility, and it was pro- 
hibited to carry on a maneuver like that. 

Q Mr. Admiral, it is known that the Navy, in the 20's, and wi 

nowledge of the then parliamentary regime, violated the Treaty of 

ersailles. These questions have been discussed a great deal here, 
and we can be brief. I sh ji like to question you generally, therefore. 
Is it possible to deduce aggressive intentions from these 
violations? 

A No, I can say that is completely out of the questi 
violations were so insignificant and were based only on protection and 
defense, so I believe it would be impossible to construe them as aggressive 
intentions. 

Q Can you tell us briefly about a few points upon which these 
violations took place? 

A First of all, they were limited to the establishment of coastal 
defense, coastal batteries, flak batteries, the laying of mines. All 
of that was based on defense or protection. 

Q Were these violations against the Treaty of Versailles -- or, 
shall we say, the slight deviations -- make known to the Inter-Allied 
Commission in whole or in part, and did this commission in part over- 


look these things since these violations were really trifles? 


A In reply to that, I would like to say it was an open secret. 
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Q I should like to ask you, Mce Admiral, to pause between questi on 
andanswer so that the interpreters can keep up. Will you pause just a 
moment after my questions. 

Will you please answer this question once more, 

A I should like to say that it was an open secrets 

Q As proof of these violations of the Treaty with the intention 
of carrying through an aggressive war, the Prosecution has submitted 
several times the fight of the Navy against Versailles, submitted it as 
Document C-150. I shall have this document submitted to you in the 
original, 

In order to save time, and in order not to burden the Tribunal 
with details, I should like to ask you not to go into detail. I should 
like to ask you only: What do you know about this document and what is 
the background of this document? When did itarise, and what is your 
Opinion? 

A I know this document. It originated on the basis of the 
attacks of th National Socialist regime in the years 193) and 1935, 
and the prior regime and the Navy were accused of not having done enough 
previously to defend the nation, and not exhausting the possibilities 
of the Treaty of Versailles. Consequently, at that time it was planned 
to bring out a document of justification, and this document is to be 
considered in that light, that it is a source of justification for some- 


thing that was omitted. 


This document actually neve. was published. It was withdrawn 


endnot put into circulation because it was, aS I would like to say, 
& rather weak attempt, for there are ro definite points which you might 
classify as rearmament. 

Q ‘as this memorandum disseminated within the Navy later on? 

A Noe As I have already said, it was withdrawn from the agencies 
which had this memorandum, and it was intensely criticized. 

4 Did the withdrawal of this document originate with Raeder? 
A I believe so, yese 


4 On the basis of this memorandum and another document by Àssmann, 


the accusation has been made that the efforts of the construction firm 
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in Holland took place under Haeder!s direction, and in Finland and in 
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Spain U-boats were being built for Germany. Is that correct? 
A That is not correct. The U-boats which were designed by the 


Dutch firm and which were built abroad were not built for 
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the German Navy, but for foreign countries, 

Q Do you ‘mow for whom they were built, who received the boats being 
built in Finland? 

A I believe Turkey received one and one went to Finland, 

Q Then the ships were constructed for foreign orders and for a 
foreign country? 

A Yese 

Q What advantages did tne Navy have from their collaboration in 
the construction? 

A We were only interested in maintaining the experience in U-boat 
construction which we had gained in the First World War, and therefore the 
Navy was interested in seeing that anyone who would construct U-boats should 
be active along these lines, 

Q In your opinion, was that prohibited according to the Treaty 
of Versailles? 

A No, I know no paragraph which would prohibit our activity in 
foreign countries along those linese 

Q In the beginning of 
first report to Hitler on behalf 
occasion, laid dom as bei 
what he told Reeder? 

A Yes, I recall this incident exactly, for it vas the fist report 
which the then chief of the Navy, Admiral Raeder, mde to tho Reichschancellor 
gSitlerea 

Hitler said to Paeder that the basis of his future policy was 
to live in peace with England and he wanted to try to reach a naval agreement 
with England. He said, furthe } e W i the German Navy to remain 
relatively small; he wanted to recognize Britain's naval superiority becar 
of her position as a world power, and in accord with that he vould try to 
suggest a relationshipe saj at he wanted an understanding for the 
construction of our Navy, and he wanted us to take into consideration his 
political points of view, Raeder was impressed with the statements, for the 


x 


agreed completely with his basic attitude, 
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Q With this as background, in 1935 the German-British Naval 
Agreement was concluded. Looking at it generally and specifically, was the 
Navy, and specifically Raeder, pleased with this agreement, or did they see 


certain advantages in it? 


4 Raeder andthe Navy were very very glad because of this agreement, 


though, within a reasonable length of time, we were voluntarily taking 
ourselves a limitation, This agreement Gould be compared to the 
ington conference, and we belonged to the smallest sea powcre 
agreement was gonerally hailed, for friendly relations to the 
Navy were desired and we believed that if we were to follow a wise and measured 
naval policy, we would receive, in return, good will and faith on the part 
of Englande 

Q Do you know whether Hitler, as well, hailed the agreomont in 
that form and approved it and whether he was pleased about it? 

A Yes, I con affirm that, Racder and I happened to be together with 
ler at Har g while is pa was conoluded,^nd when he learned of this 
sreement he said this to Raeder, "This is the happiest day of my life. This 
received word from my doctor that my throat trouble is insignificant, 
receive this very glad political nose 

Q You have already stated, Mre Admiral, that tho naval agreement 
was hailed by tho Navy. Do you recall that inthe year 1937 a qualified naval 
agreement was concluded with England? At that time, vas the attitude of the 
Navy the same as it had been? 

A Yes, cbsolutely. Tho naval agreement of 1937 was only a supple- 

ary agreement. It was an exchange of reports, and even on the U-boat 
nn^zo we had agreed vith the British, 

Q Mre Admiral, referring to tho U-boat tonnage, in the year 1935 
there was an agreement on 100 per cent of the U-boats of the British U-boat 
tonnage, but Germany limited herself to 45 per cent and reserved the right 
to perhaps inercase the tonnage to 100 per cent, but in that case she would 
be obligated to notify England and to discuss it with the British Admiralty. 

Q Did this report about the increase to 100 per cent in the U-boat 


tonnage take place, and in what way did it? 
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A after we had reached 100 per cent, Admiral Cunningham came to 
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Bcrlin, and on that occasion it was discussed once moree Just how far there 
was written confirmation of this matter, I do not recall, but I assume that 
it actuallydid take place, for such was the sense of the agreement of 1937. 


Q On the occasion of the visit of Admiral Cunningham in December 


of 1938, he oxplicity gave the British agreement on the final equality 


of Usboats, that is, 100 per cent vorsus 100 por cont? 

A Yes, I interpreted his visit to that effecte 

Q Do you recall whether there was a specific conversation between 
Admiral Cunningham and Raeder in connection with this visit, whether any 
conversation took place where Admiral Cunninghan rather gencrally discussed 
the relations between the German and British Navy? 

A I had the personal impression that Cunningham and Raeder parted 
on amicable terms. At Cunninghan!s departure there was a brakfast for a rather 
limited circle, and on that occasion Cunningham expressed his pleasure at the 
conclusion of the naval agreement, and concluded his speech by saying that now 
that this question had finally been settled, in the future there should be no 


ossibility of a war between both our naviese 
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What is the date of this incident? 


December 1938. I believe that is 


WITNESS: AS far as I romember, December 1958. 

Re -2M335: I remember tho date from the testimony 
given by Grand Admiral Reeder. I myself know only that it took 
place in 1936. 

THE PRESIDENT: What Admiral Cunningham is it? 
DR. SIEMERS;: I an not o naval expe rt to that extont. 
Perhaps the Admiral can 
hich Admiral Cunningham is 
WITNESS Tho oresent Lord Cunningham. The older 


one of the two. 


DR. SLEMERS: Mre. Prosident, may I refer to the fact 


that it was tho 30th or 3lst of December 1958, which was the 


date in volved, as that is as far as Raodor recalls. 
BY DR. SIZMERS; 
Rader confident that Hitler 
war? 
Rader was confident of that 100 percent, and I 
for that that I can state t hat actually in our 
in tho period mentioned nothing was changed. 
It would havo been necessary if ono had entertained the thought 
of a conflict. 

Q In what direction would the building program have 

been changed if you would have had desires for aggressive wars? 
east the U-boat building program would have had 
preferential treatment. 

Q Did you and the leading naval officers know, and was 
it clear to you, that a war started by Germany and & war of 
aggression would perforce bring about a conflict with England? 

Yos From this fact we can see tho proof that a war 
not planned. 
Admiral, now in 1958 and 195; incidents took place 
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which perhaps might have caused a justifiable Scoptism. I 
should like to have you remomber tho crisis in thc year 1938 
in the autumn, the Sudcten crisis, in which o wor almost broke 
and which was provented only through tho Munich agrecnent 
st nonont. 

Should like to call your attontion specifically to tho 
occupation of the rest of Czechoslovakia in Mareh of 1939, which 
was contradictory to the Munich agroonont. 

What was the attitude of Rgeder to this incident? You should 
really know his attitude since you were together with him 
practically evory day. 


A Since Hitler had stated expressly at Munich that ho 


perhaps to the outside he was ready for negotiation, 
Racder believed, and the leading circles in tho Navy, that these 
things would be cleared politically. 
At the occupation of the C*schoslovakian state a 
estlessness arose without doubt among us, but we had 
believed that Hitler would not put forth any extravagant demands 
or exaggerated demands, and that he would be ready to clear 
these matters politically and solve thon politically, for we could 
not imagine that he would expose the „German people to the 
danger ofa. second world war. 
eement with Hacha was made under rather 
you know anything about the fact that 
allegedly a bombardment of Prague had been threatened, and did 
Reeder know anything about this? 
I do not believe that Raeder knew anything about 
am hearing about this for the first time now. 
Now I shall turn to the document 1-79. This is 
a speech delivered by Hitler on the 23rd of Way 1939. 
DR. SIEME!5: Mr. President, this is US 27, and is 
to be found in the document book of the British delegation, 
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Number 10, page 74. I am submitting this document to the witness. 
coch doliverod by Hitlor on tho 23rd of May 
was roco orded by tho adjutant Lt. Colonel Schmundt. As 
fcr as I know, Raodor on the samo day discussed this sp ccoh with 
you in detail. At that timo for a period of about six months 
you had been chicf of staff. From your lator activity do. .you 
know the way in which the record was laid down? Can you tell 
mo, ploase, is s a record as it is customary for military 
speeches? 
andum can roelly not be considered a record-- 


THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Sionors, in tho first placo, your 


question was vory much leading. You didn't ask him a question. 


* 


You put into his mouth what had happened üt is altogether 
wrong. You ought to havo asked him, if you wanted to prove a 
conversation ho had with Raoder, whether h o did have«e convors- 
ation with 3aodor. You have told him ho had aà convorsation with 
Raeder, Tho purpose of cxamination is to ssk questions, and 
then he could toll us i: ad a conversation with Racder. He 
can't tell us whether ds is a truo account or a truo form of 
account when ho wasnt'a ho mecting himself. 

DR. S T wish to thank tho High Tribunal, and 
I shall try to put the questions properly. 

TEE PRESIDENT: The Trihunal cannot listen to this 
witness! account or his opinion a whether this is a true 
account of a mooting at which he 

DR. SIZMERS: Mr. President, the regular records 

with important incidents were put to the 


disposal. Since 
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this docum.nt is of a decisive nature, l should like to determine whether Schult 
iioenting as “hicf of Staff rocoived this record or whether ho just h^ 
of the contents through tho inunodi-t. report by Grand admiral Reeder. 
question to that effect, 
THE PRESIDENT mean you want to ask hin whether he ever saw this 
document? Yos, you my certainly ask ^im that. ask him if ho sow locuncnt. 
I beg your pardon, your Honor. The answer of thc witness I 
and if I om correct 
Never mind about nswor, Put the question to hin. Put 
the question to him, whether he over szw the docwucnt. 
DR. SIELERS: I shall put the gucstion, 
SIZLORS: 
admiral, did you soc this docui:ont at that tinc? 
No, I an just seeing it for the first tinc here in Nurnberg, 
How did you hear about the contents of the speech of tho 2° 
you inforncd about the contents? 
¿fter ovory spocch or after cvery discussion, Racder talked with me alon 
after this speech Raeder g^ve mo his impressions, These inpressions of his 
o-called ;inutos, Raeder did not have these inprossions--I 
his exaggerated w-r-likc impression which this picce of poper has. 
other hand == 
IDENT; The witness must toll us whet Raeder said to hin. That is 


He may toll us what Racder said to hin, 


dmiral, I should like you to tell us just whet Racder 
Radur told no that Hitler in his spocch had considered the possibilit 
P i 
of r conflict with Poland, and th^t this was in contradiction to those things 


which ho had discussed with him alonc; and the speech in itsclf and per se was 
contradictory, solf-contradictory. Those were his impressions which he told mc 
at that tinc, and he told me further that he, in connection with this Speech, hcs 
had a conversation with Hitler ^lon. 2+ which occasion he called his attention 
to the contradictions contained in the speech, nnd, on the other hand, were also 


contradictory to the words which hc had told hin, with specific reference to 


cllaring the matter of Poland in a peaceful manner, 
129 
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In this case he was considering ~ war-like solution of this question, There 
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upon Hitler had pacified him completely and had told him that he had the politic 
Situ^tion firmly in hand, 

4t that tine when Raeder asked hin or rather c lled his attention to this 
contradiction and asked him just what he really intended to do, he had answered 
to this .ffoct, This is the conversation as told to me by Raeder: 

"I, Hitler, hove three ways of keeping secrets, First of ^11, when both of 
us ^ro spo^king clone, The second, I, Hitler, will kvep to mysclf, and the third 
those are problems of the fubure, the end of which I cannot forcsvc," 

Racccr called his attention to the impossibility of 5 war-like conflict, 
Then Hitler replied; "These things ay be interprcted as such," And this is 
what Racder told ne, "It might be that both of us were dvaling with a conp^rison, 
I, Hitler--and a lark is involvec--I,litler, have already 99 pfennig., Yo you 
believe that beciuse of this onc locking Phunnig you will eall me to rccount?" 
¿nA Raccer said "No". Then Hitler said "Now you will see, I hive what I want, 
and I reecived it politically, and I do not believe that because of this l^s 
politic l cgucstion"---s we e^lled it, the solving of th Polish corridor question 
--"th-t we shall be involved in a war with England, 

Q and that was in ^ conversation between Hitler and Racder aftcr this 
spcech was meade? 

4 That was in this connection 2fter tnis speech, 


THi PRESIDENT: je will break of? now, 


(4 recess was tokone) 
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cords which I have shown you, I have 


4S 


Chief of Staff encrally, did you 
3 v) 23 d 


See all the protocols or the minutes 
which were sent to Raeder? Did you receive then? 


Yes, I saw principally, all the protocols, everything that was receivec 
presented to Raeder, 


as dmiral Raeder of tho opinion--cxcuse me, I should like to put the 
question differently. 


hing to do with 
took that directive and 2 testament from 
old Reich Fresident von Hindenburg, tiic ho called hin to head 


Norway. What werc the ressons or the causcs 


and October 19 
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A Those wore the reports which camo from various Sources about alleged 
intentions .f an cecupation of Norwe> by the Allics. These r^» 
the following sources: First, from niral Canaris, who was tho chi 
countor-intolli:^neo service; about »neo-a wock ho reported to “aeder 
information in my presence: second Y, tho roports that cano fron tho 
naval attache is Oslow, Korvottonkapitaen Schricber and which incicated that 
wore intonsifio^ that tho Allies intended to drag 
S. that, if possible, tho imports from Swodon to 
did not consider those reports, these runo 
causes Wo hac doeunontary ^vi: 
hac similar considerations 
Q “as tharo another source of roports of that kind? 

Gonoral Adniral Karls, who was commandar-in-chiof of the group 
north had reeoivid sinilar roports and orally anc in writing ho reporte? than 
to Raeder. 

“o you rononbor any 2 is fron these rmports which you could five 
us, bricfly? 


here Were reports concernins Britis! Ww anouilagodJ as civi- 
lians wh. wore Supposedly in Oslo, thors wore npor about Alliod officers 
measuring along Norwegian bridges, viacues and tunnels all the way to the Swe- 
dish borcer, which would indicat, et one intended to use heavy equipment, 
tanks and gunse and last but loas ty thoro was nos about silent mobilization of 
Swedish troops and the bi of ogol danger to tho 
Q "hat Janger aroso to Gornany because 
+f Norway would havo boen ccupiod in fact tho conduct of tho war in 
the north would have bccono almost inp;ssiblo and would havo been very 
cult in the Baltic. Tho ore imports yould hava boon st pped most probably. 
The “anger from tho air for north Germany and sastorn territorios North Sea and 
mould have been blocked complotely, which would have led in tha long 
run to the total loss cf th> wor 
Q What did Admiral ®aodor 


Ho told Hitler about his concern by rop.rtin; to hin, 
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BY DR, SIEERS;: 

Q Admiral, I ask you to do the same please, 

When was the conference between Hitler and Raeder in which Raeder for 
the first timo pointed out these dangers? 

A In October, 1939. 


Q According to the war diary that conference took place, which of course 


offhand you could not remember, on tho 10th of October, At any rate you 


probably mean that conference, 

A Yes. 

Q On tho basis of that conference did thoro come a final decision 
on the part of Hitlor? 

À No, in no way at all. 

Q Between Hitler and Raeder were there continually discussions 
that subject? 

A No, First there were no further conferences until perhaps the 
of the year concerning these subjects, Only when the reports, which I 
mentioned before, were received in increasing numbers, in more sever: 
was that subject taken up again. 

Q Do you know that Quisling in December 1939 came to Berlin and 
spoke to Raoder? 

A Yes, that is knorm to me and I took part that meotinzg, 

Q “hat did Quisling tell Raeder? 

A Quisling cme on the recommendation from Rosenberg and said ho had 
important news of a military and political nature, 
He confirmed, on the whole, all the facts which : 

Q Durin; that confcreace did you speak only about these military dangers? 

4 Only exclusively these things were mentioned and tho discussion 
very short one. 

Q One did not discuss political questions? 

A No, not at all, 

Q Do you know when Raeder met Quisling for the first timo? åt the 
occasion of that visit did Racder have any closer connection to Rosenberg? 

A No, he knew him from having just scen him several times, 


Q Had Rosenberg told Raeder about the rolations between Rosenberg and 
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Quisling? Had he informed him before that time about it? 
A No, not to my knowledge, 
Q ‘hat did Raeder do when Quisling had confirmed the reports received 
from Canaris ond othor sources? 
4 Since as to Norway these matters were confirmed s which he had only 
assumed, Racder considered this so serious that ho went immediately to ‘‘itler, 
Do you also know what he sugrested to Hitler? 
Hitler wanted to talk to Quisling himself. 


And that happened? 


Yes, that occurred, 
| 


"as the final decision taken now concornin:; Norway, in December 


No, Hitler directed that as a counter-mcasure theoretical preparations 

Should be taken for such a landing in Norway. To ny knowledge a final directive 
came out only by the middle of March, 

the landing in Norway an undertaking which you and Raeder considered 
a risky one or did one think it absolutely safe to 

A No, Raeder and the gentlemen from the Naval "a 

commanders of combat units saw the tremendous 
remind you of the speech of Churchill in the 
had been questioned about that fact, he 


German Navy would undertake that risk 


Q Do you know when Churchill max 
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I believe it was tho 7th or 9th of April. 
1910? 
Yos, 19hO. 
What was your estimation in tho Naval Command as to risk -f l.ssos? 
1 expressed to Hitlor that he had t» anticipate the conplete 
loss of the fleot and that if the operations were to bo carrioó out according 
to plan he would have t» anticipate the loss of about 30 por cont ¿f£ tho freos 
usod, 
And how much was lost? 
about 30 per cont, 
Q Considering the risk of the loss of the 
tho beginning in spite of overything, in favor of 
Noe Ho considercl a noutral attitude on 
botter than having to occupy that country, 
Q Tho Prosecution has assorted that “aeder and tho "aval 
have recommended tho occupation of Norway out sf tho 
conquost, ihat 
Ih- Jésiro for g 
cupation which cano from his 
ll tho way to Narwik, it can bo compared with the 
berg to hiadrid. and ono does not use a Navy, just cut of 
to combat tho entira british floet, 
Raccer told the Naval “lar Comman. and the combat comnandors that, against 
all tho rules of tho art of warfare, ho had t. carry out that operation because 
thoro was a compelling neccssity to do 
Q When did the actual drafting of the military operation oceur at tho 
Naval War Command? 
A Fobruary 190. 
Q During the period from December 1939, until March, 1940, wore r-ports 


coming in c.ntinuously fron the sources you have mentioned? 


Jhon those lator roports wore receive? was thore 2 clearer lesignatio 
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of tho landings discernible or didn't you See the details on that? 
à 498, concerning the arcas botwecn Narvik, Bergen, Trojndhein an? OSlo, 
Q Did faedor -- ^xcuso no ; i want to put tho question difforontly: That! 
was tho basis which Racder put to Hitler for the rolations batvreon G-rnany and 
Norway? 
ts that =- 
I should have said period aftor tha operation was carried out and 


had occupied Norway. 


Roeder in spoaking to Hitler was fur a policy of 
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peaces and he suggested in several instances making peace with Norwaye 


He was in agreement in that respect with the German commander-in-chief 


in Norway, General Admiral Boehm. Terboven, who was steering political 


matters, was of a different opinion. 

Q Vere there serious conflicts in that field between Terboven, 
his civil administration on the one side, and Raeder and Boehm and their 
assistants, especially Korvettenkapitaen Schreiber, on the other? 

A Yes, there were serious differences of opinion, disputes and 
conflicts which were fought out all the way up to Hitler. Hitler at 
that time told Raeder that he could not make peace with Norway out of 
consideration for France, 

Q Admiral, you said, "out of consideration for France," Wasn't 
it possible to conclude the peace with France also, and what was Raeder+s 
position in that regard? 

A Raeder also had the same opinion concerning Franco, 

Q And what did he say? 

A He tried to get a conference with Admiral Darlan in an effort 
to push these matters. He told Hitler when the Atlantic Coast was 
fortified he had pointed out to him that it would be better and more 
correct to conclude peace with France than to make sacrifices which would 
still be inadequate in the way of defense. And Hitler replied that he 
understood that but out of consideration for -taly he could not conclude 
a peace with France. 

Q Did the conversations between Raeder and Darlan take place? 

A Yes, near Yarise 

Q Were you there? Were you present? 

A No, Admiral Schultze, who was the commanding admiral in France, 

Q Did Raeder tell you whether the results of the conversation 

favorable? 

A Yes, he told me of very favorable results. 

Q Did Raeder report on that to Hitler? 

Yes, 
And in spite of that, Hitler refused? 


In consideration for Mussolinie 
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Q According to your knowledge, did the Party or the Leadership 
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of the SS through Heydrich attempt to fight Raeder? 


A 


A Heydrich repeatedly attempted to put Raederand the Navy in 


disfavor throuch derogatory statements to Hitler, He took reports which 


were removed from their context and presented them fzaudulently, Against 
these attacks, Raeder defended himself tenaciously and successfullye 

Q Vhy was the Party against Raeder? 

A That is a question which is very difficult to answers I believe 
that essentially because first of all there were differences in the 
religious field. Many commanders, commanding officers, before they put 
. to sea for combat turned to Raeder to see that during their absence 


their relatives would not be impeded in their freedom of religion, 
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Q When did the first diffWrences occur between Raeder and Hitler, and 
during what period did Raeder ask for his dismissal? 

THE RESIDENT: We have had that from the defendant hinselfy have we not: 
Raeder told us when we asked for ite There is no cross examination about it, 
BY DR, BARES 

Q Then may I ask you what were the reasons why Raeder remained? 

A First, because Hitler himself asked him to stay, and he made 
promises concerning the integrity of the tiavy. 

THE PRESIDENT: The power is on again now; so you can go at your ordinar 


speed. 


Se95e»s 
DR. SÆTER: Thank you, sire 
Seters: 
SAUÉER : 


BY DR. 

Q The power is on again; we can go a little faster now, 

A Furthermore, at that time, there were considerations to merge the 
navy and the merchant marine into one ministry and to put party people in 
that ministry. We did not see a strengthening in that possibility, but a 
weakening of our force. Then there was a vacuum during that period, the 
period following, with reference to successes, because of illness and losses. 

And last but not least, Raeder remained because the war was in force, for 
reasons of responsibility and patriotisn, 

Q Did you yourself ask Raeder to remain in office? 

A Yes. I had to ask Raeder frequently and vec; s LSI Once I 
ordered by Hitler to come to the Reich Chancellery. 

Q When was that? 

A In the beginning of 1939. He *oid me, in a long conversation, abor 
his point of view, end asked me te persuade Roeder to stay. Furthermore, he 
confidence ir the navy, and enjoyed the confidence of the navy. All of the 
senior officers of the navy asked me orally and in writing to try to influence 
Raeder in that direction, that he should not leave his office tefore the time. 
Since 1928 he had led the navy through all its political crises. 

Q Admiral, may I return again to your conversation with Hitler in the 
beginning of 199? Did you speak with Hitler alone? 


A Yes, that was a conversation alone, about an hour and a halfe 
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At that occasion, did Hitler tell you anything about his political 


No; about political plans, not in that sense, but that which 
considers politics. But he had tried once more to bridge the political 
discrepancies with Raéder. He told me one could not weigh every one of his 
words. 

Everyone that left him was always in the right. He came with protocols 
and witnesses; but his main interest was to incite his listeners 
efficiency, but not to commit himself to individuel words, 

In the future, he promised, he would try to main the integrity of the 


technical questions of the navye 


Q You just said "not to weigh each individual word". Admiral, were 


the speeches of Hitler ever taken down correctly; that is, by stenographers? 

A Yes, but to my knowledge only in the latter part of the war. 
Hitler protested against being tied down word for word, because everyone who 
listened to him returned home with his own opinion. Ho freed himself from 
his text; he thought out loud, and he wanted to carry his listeners AWAY o 
But he did not want to be tied down to individual words. 

I spoke about that to Haedor very frequently. ie knew at all times what 
was expected of us, but we never Imow what Hitler himself thought or wanted. 

Q If you could not tie Hitler down to individunl words 
come about later that in the Etter part of the war hie 
down by stenographers? 

A I toid you already that so many misunder s+- 
Hitler as wet ^o*e who reported to him he. 
conviroed “he mer of ^is opinioa. 

eS KGpL, up to wher 

the initiative of the individual 

HE PRESIDENT. What timo is he speaking of? He seid up tnen the 
minutes had been kept on the personal initiative of the person who took 


theme What timo is he speaking of? 


Seimers: 
BY DR. See? 


Since when, according to your recollection, were these minutes taken 
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by the stenographers? 
A Since 1942, I believe. It may also be 1941, 
Q Since 1942? 
A It may also be 1941, During the war, at any rato. 
And your conversation with Hitler was in January, 1939? 
Yes, Jmuary 1939. 


Admiral, how did the stenographic minutes look later? Did you sce 


A We repeatedly emkod for excerpts from the minutes, and we tried to 
compare them with the prepared text. Even there, there were contradictions. 
Q Now, I come to the period when Hitler prepared for war against Russi: 


I have shown to you the dircetivo Noe 21 concerning the "Casc Barbarossa", 
a », 


Sejmers:! 
DR. SEES Mr, Presidént, that is document 446-PS, US 31, Document 


Book of the British Prosecutior lO0-a2, Page 247. 
BY DR. gemens: 

Q The Prosecution hasasserted that Raeder -- that is to say, the 
leadership or the command of the navy =- had contributed to tho draft of that 
dircetive; is that correct? 

A No, that is not corrsct. The navy had nothing to do with that 
draft. 

Q Did Raeder before that tinc have my knowledro 
an aggression against Russia, before he received tar: 

A Yes, by an oral communication from Eit. 


middle of Got 


\s' much 
ie*ally, aeien oppast inv eic re tically 
i should like to say in fact, sw r?f.5,2h3. because 
Raeder was of the opinion that the pact or treaty with Russia could not be 
broken unless the other side Gave cause for it. 
That, asfar asRacder knew, had not been the case in October. That 


economie treaty -- that is what we called it at that timo -- to our knowledge 
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was at the expease of the navy, about 90 per cent of it. We gave Russia 


one heavy cruiser, heavy artillery, heavy guns for battleships, fire directior 
installations, submarine engines, submarine installntions, optical instrument: 
for use on submarines. And Raeder was also of the uvinion that the furore 
of operations should not be carried into the Baltic Sene 

The Baltic Sea was our back yard, I should like to saye All our 


recruits were trained there; all our submarine training took place in the 


Baltic Son. 





22 May 19)6-M~DiR+11-1 

A He had deprived the Baltic coast in part of batteries and per- 
sonnel already in order to have protection for the Norwegian and the 
French coaste He disposed of very small oil reserves; the synthetic 
production of oil was not yet completed and the Navy had to turn over some 
of its reserves to industry and agriculture. Consequently, Raeder had 
Opposed seriously any plans of war azainst Russia. 

Q Evidently, the prosecution believes that Raeder had only 
opposed the war against Russia concerninz the date, and we have to look 
at the War Diary if we have information as to the date, is thatcorrect? 

À No, that is not correct. After that Directive 21, called 
Barbarossa, was received, Raeder approached Hitler a;ain vith reference 
to the scheme against Russia, and he had also put down nis thoughts in 
a memorandue He tried to convinge Hitler of the following: After Poland 
had been crushed, after France had been occupied, and after, for political 
reasons, an invasion of England was out of the question, he had expressed 
clearly that now the time had arrived where the further conduct of the 
war would not be decided on the Continent but on the Atlantice Therefore, 
he told him this: To concentrate all forces at his disposal in the direc- 
tion of one target and to try to hit the strategic centers of gravity 
of the Empire, especially supply lines of the British Empire, so that 
England would, mder any circumstances, get ready for peace negotiations 
if possible. He suggested, as has been noticed before, that golitiss be 
used to conclude peace with Norway, peace with France, and closer coopera- 
tion with the Russian Navy, such'as the basis of the economic treaty, 
the repurchase of submarine equipment and submarines, He has said in 
one word that the possibility to make the decision was no more on our side 
because we did not dispose of the necessary sea power and that, in view 
of the long duration of the war, danger of participation of the Ünited 
States should also be consideredg that, therefore, the war would not be 
decided on the European continent and could certainly not be won in the 
vastnesses of the Russian steppes. That point of view he continued to 
present to Hitler as long as he was in office. 


Q Admiral, you testify that Raeder had protested, in principle,as 


you have expressed it, for mmral reasons, ier ca international law. 
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A Yes. 138 


Q Why didn't that get into the War Diary whereasthe other reasons 


that you have mentioned could be found in the Var Diery, at least they 


are hinted at? 

À Tha I can apswer, or at least give you an explanatione Raeder, 
as a matter of principle, in the presence of the gentlemen of the Naval 
WarComand or combat commanders, never criticized the political leader- 
shipe Therefore, he did not, excepting to me, speak about the conversa- 
tions which he had with Hitler except when it was necessery for the 
military cohduct of the ware 

Q Yhen were the preparations made by the Navy on the basis of 
Directive 21 that you have in front of you? Do you remember that? 

I believe about a quarter of a year latere 
the directive? 
Yes, after the directivee 
Raeder acted on the basis of that, didn't he? 
On the basis of that, yese 
Was that directive already a final order or was it just a 
precautionary strategic measure? 

A In my estimation one could not consider it an order, and that 
can be seen from Points l| and 5e 

Q In what 

A Point 5 says that H tler was still looking forward tó reports 
from commanding ganerals, end after that Raeder reported to Hitler, after 
he had received the directive, 

Q If you would like to look at it once more, is Figure 4 also 
in accord with your opinion? 

Yes, of course, evidently. The word "precautionary moasures" 
is even underlined. 

Q Precautionary measures for what? Was it neutrality or -- 

In case of war against Russiae 

Q I believe Admiral, since you have mentioned it yourself, you 

should point to that sentence where it says just what are theprecautionary 


measurcse 
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A "In case Russia should change her attitude, she is - - -" 
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THE PRESIDENT: He doesn't need to read the words. He has given 


his answer, 


DR. SIEMERS: Very wells 


BY DR. SIEMERS; 

Q Was Raeder of the opinion at any time that he had succeeded 
in dissuading Hitler from the unfortunate plans against Russia? 

A Yes. At that time, after that report, he came back and said: 
"I believe that I gout that out of his head," At first we did have that 
impression because in the following months there were no more conferences 
on that; to my knowledge, not even with the General Staff. 

Q May I ask you quite briefly then about Greece. According to 
Document C-152, which I willhave shown to you, on the 18th of March, 1911, 
a report was made by Raeder to Hitler in which he asked to occupy the 
whole of Greece. What were the thoughts that caused the high command, 
that is Raeder and you, to make that suggestion? 

A When Raeder asked for confirma tion, such as it says here in 
the War Diary, that Greece Should be occupied even in the event of a 
peaceful settlement, we, according to my recollection, had already been 
in possession of the document for three months, which was concerned with 
the occupation of Greece, 

Q Excuse me. Vias that Directive No. 20? I will have it shown 
to you. Is that the one you mean? 

Yes, Marita, that is the one e 
DR. SIEMERS: Mre President, that is 151 PS; GB-13; in the 
Document Book of the British prosecution 104A, page 270, Directive 20, 


Enterprise Marita, 





I 
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BY DR, SIELZRS: 

: a@iral, what caused aside from that point, to put that question 
again in thc month of warchs t is to say on the 18th of “arch? 

4 4. fow days before, a Bri h landing had occured? in the south of Grecee. 

Q Did this landing mke it necessary to occupy the whole of Greece, for 

ie reasons? 

4 Yos, indeed, 4 menace to the occupation from the ser or fra. the air 
and tho foru^tion of a Belkan front against Germany, or a monacu from the sir 

the oil ficlds, had to remain oxceludoó under ^ll ecireurst^necs. Lay I 

reunind you of the Saloniki entorpriso in thc First orld cr? That was c Siiailar 
situation, 


and 2lso thu prosecution says this h^c boon Girectcd by GeSiro of con- 
I J J 


quest and glory. Is thet correct? 

4 41 sho like to answer that glory ean only be achicvec by action and I 
don't sco wh^t the Navy could have conquerea in the Lcditerrancan, u cid not 
have a single men or ^ Single ship there, Raeder, for the otratogic reasons 
which I have mentioned, had to advise Hitlor in that directions 

know of Grook breaches of neutrality before this tine, before 


re tA 31 ^" 
We occupicc Groococ 


Ve had been informed in 1939 that certain Grock politic^l and military 
circles had been in the closest connection with the ,..llicd General Staff, 
know thet Greek norehontuon put out for inglsnd d, thoroforc, we thought we 
wore obliged to consider tno Greck rorcnantion which went into the combat zones 
to inglond as cneny ships. ind in the beginning of 1940 or maybe the middle of 
1940 we reecived information that the aliies intended to land in Greeecs that 
is to s^y, to esteblish a Balkan front ^g^inst Germany, 
1 Tribunal will sdjourn :t this tinc, 


( recess was taken until 1400 hours.) 
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(the hearing reconvened ^t 1400 hours, 22 liay 1946.) 
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E LIN. TION--Continucd 
BY JR. SIELIRS: 

-duir^l, for my last point C.sling with the question of Russia, I shoul 
like to submit to you tho cogument submitted oy the sovict Prosceution, Docunier 


No. US 45, oqual to USSR 113. This Document concerns itself with tho ichorandun 
of the S.K.L. of the 29th of September, 1941, adcressed to Group North under 
General .drirsl Karle. Under "LL" it is stated: 


"at the outcome of the conversation between .dmirel Fricks cnd Hitler, it 


is roportcd that the Fuehrer hes dvcided to rape the City of 


the grcunc,," 
Ragler has been accused thet against this grave intention he 
anc. also that the S.X.L.tronsiittod this Gocuncnt, I 


Giityel, cid you know of this nuuor^ncur in the 


subit thc 


No, amiral, 
reproducca for our 
Did »ou know this pi. 

I did not. I ar. scoing this docunont for tho first tin 
iid not know it in 1941. 


Q Do you believe tht Grand .dnir^l Raeder saw 


wes sent off, oven though you, yourself, hed not scen 
That must herve been a wonder if it actuslly di 
of writing nd the picees of writing which were submitted 


4 


went through ry hands, They always had the notation, cither 
Chicf has knowledge of this," 


pices of writing contsined the notation "ihis decree 


subiittud to the Conmiander-in-Chisfi", anc egsin ny initi: 





momen 900001 


on, if that was the cases This copy which you have just subuüittod to me now, I 
never saw it before; I do not know it; ond I consider it coupletcly impossible 
that Grand jdmiral.Raeder had ever scen this picce of writing because on the 29t: 
of Scptember, 1941, I was in Berlin, 

Q Admiral, what do you hnow -bout this question, th-t is Leningrad and the 
Navy? 

4 I recall that at the so-cclled general situntion conforone. th t the 
gentlaacn of the S.K.L. reported on the intentions of the arny and on that oceans: 
the future of Leningrad was dealt with -- not Petersburg, Leningrad. The Roeder 


J 


mentioned his wish thet an operation would be t^k.n into considcration that at 
all costs Leningrad should f211 undsnged into our hands, if possible, so 2s to 
enable us to build up shipyards 2nd docks there for his Wavy; sna he also wanteu 
that the ny would be informed of nis wish and that his wish w-s urgent; bocaus: 

f thc inminent threat of an attack by sir, that part of the cock capacity shoulk 
be transferred to the east. 

at this period of tine wo had begun to move installations to the cast 

far as possible, according to Racder's wish, and he «uphasizod spocific^lly 
therefore, this city was to remain undauaged 2s fer as possible; otherwise, he 
would have no space for his workers. nc that is ^11 I can t.ll you about the 


case of Leningrad. 


Q Do you know that this wish on the p^ of 2avccr was rejectca by Hitler, 


who said it was not possib] > sp2re the Cocks? 
I co not recall that this c-so wns discussed agrin, whe operation, 
as for 2s I know, came about very quickly. 
did othr high wfficurs toli you anything 2t -11 -bout this cocui.nt? 


4 No, I neither heard about this dGocu..nt nor did I suc ny re: son to cise 


this with -nyone at 11, 
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DR. SIEMZRS: Mri President, if it is agroeable to the 
High Tribunal, I should like to submit the document which 
ranted to me, Exhibit Raeder lll. I submit it because of its 
connection with this conflict of questions. It is to be found 
in my document book VI, page 485. This is an affidavit 
by Rear Admiral Hans Buetow, dated the 2lst of 
Should like to read this document since 
THE PRESIDENT: What Page is this? 
DR. SIEMERS: Page 485 in Document Book VI, Ra 
Exhibit Number 111. recds es follows: 
£0, 1941 to October 
nanely, © po i which Document USSR 113 (UK 45) 
was stationed in Finland .3 naval commander, I w 
the commander-in-chicf of Group Nort I guar- 
ocumcnt in question, USSR 113 (UK 45 r its 
contents, ctter of Soptonbor 
Operations S Group North, have never c 
which undoubtedly would have boon 
passed on the letter to tho officor subordinate to 
fer as I know, this letter was not brought to the attention of 
anyone else undor ny corutond. 
"I mysolf first obta wledge of this ordor of Hitle 
in Novomber 1945, on the occasion of a conversa‘sion I hod with Dr 
counsol for Grand Admiral Racdor, 
"I have also novor boon spoke: abo kis ordor by 
other officers, o cially not by othor naval commendors 
"It results fron this that other commanders likowis 
in no way knowlcdgo of this order." 
Then tho stanp of the affidavit and of tho naval judg 


who took down this affidavit 


Adiiral, then I should liko to turn toa now topic. 
> I 


tho allogod ver of aggrossion which Supposodly Raeder 


planned against Aucrica, Did Racd at any timc try to i 





ann A nT 


Japan to a war against America? 

A No, never. We never had any such discussions with 
Japan before her entry into the war. Quite on tho contrary, he 
warned Hitler against a war with America, America who would bo 
combined with England and have superiority. 

Q For what reasons did you and Raodor, that is, tho 
High Command, warn Hitler? 

A First of all, following tho reasons that I outlined 
before in the stratogical framework of tho position which Racdo 


took during tho entirc course of tho war, Raeder considered tho 


chicf cnemy on the soa rather than by land. If, in addition to 


that, tho largest sea power in tho world would have allicd her- 
self to England, thon the war would have oxpandod boyond all pro- 
portions for us. 

Through tho reports of our naval attache in Vashington, 
Vice Admiral Wicthooft, Raodcr was very well informed about the 
tremendous potential at tho disposal of tho Unitoà States. 

I might also say about the conversión of cconomy into 
& war cconony, tho tronondous planning of shipyards which 
Wiethooft expressed a fow months before tho war, that many tons 
per month could bo lcunehod, oso figures spoko a8 ry expres 
language to us. At the sauce time, they were a tremendous warning 
to us. At no time did we underestinate the productive capacity 
and potential of the United States. 

Q The Prosecution believes that it can draw its conclu- 
sions to the contrary, that Racder, on the 18th of Merch 1941, 


according to tho War Diary, proposed that Japan should novo to- 


A In my opinion, that was a correct measure, and a cor- 
rect proposal, which was in line with Racder'ts 
interested in giving blows against inportant strategic nucleus 
points of England. That he triod to case our situation is con- 


ccivable and is a matter of courso, but at no tinc did he propose 


that Japan should attack Amorica, but rathor ag 
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Q Between you and Racder on ono hand, and Japan and 


about these strategic questions at this tine? 
A No, I have already stated tha C o tho ontry into 
the war Japan carricd on no military discussions wi US. he 


Japanese attitude was very rosorvod, 
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Did „cder aver discuss tho fact that Japan shoul? attack PaarlsHarbc 
No, Wo hoard about this for the first tino through tho ra^io, 


Q admiral, during the tinc of your capacity in tho High Comaiand of the 


Navy, and especially in your ca pacity as a omnandins admiral at Trojndhein, 
did you have any knowlodge about tho troatnont of pri&cners of war at the han 
of tho Navy? Do you have any infornation as to that? 

I should like to reply vico versa, I know of no case in which allied 
prisoners of war, as long as they were eithin the sphora of influenes of the 
Navy, Wore troatod othor than chivalrously and correctly. 

I can fall back on tho tostinony rivon by an Zn: 
boat that attacked tho Tirpitz, after his intornncnt 
and on the occasion of his decoration w he Victoria Cross ho gave a press 


interview. On t > Ao lauded the chivalrous an^ 


which ho had recoivec at th» hande the cormander sf t Tirpitz. 


From my own experienc: could sive you casos Norway where ti^ menbers 


of the Norwegian resistances soveriont, who ii Civilian clothin= were in ur 


Wor, were troated chivalrously and correctly as voll. ai t» invostizato the: 


asas in tho presonco of British authorities, and t correct treatment was 
always provede 
When did you do this oho order of tho British :ilitary Governne: 
After tho capitulation 
Not Military Govorr: 


The British Navy ab Trojochein, in my ca as commancdins admira 


Q anc. in the casas which were investirated thi ^n, fi Jy you and ther 


by the competent British airal, 


ed the casos to me, I had to investigate them and had to present the r- o 
my investiration, 

And the results ? 

The outcome was good and correct, and thera wera no objections, 

m s a - d " 1 1 i rdi . "^ 

Tho result was prosontod to tho competent British officor? 

Yes, at whose instructions I had to arry on tho investigation, 


Admiral, tho caso of the Athonia has been dealt with in detail befo 
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to the “igh Tribunal. Therefore, in ordsr to save 
touch this case in passing. I should like to have you 
ommend know, that is, did you and Racder know, at the 
inning of Soptember 1939, that the Athenia had been sunk 

conmnander-in-chicf of the U-boats reported -- he reported thi 
3rd == that the Athenia could not have been sunk by a Gorman U-boat sinc 

ee? PTI 2 Slr 
member correctly, thoy woro a 2istaneo of 70 sca nil-s from the scene of 


incident. 
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When did you learn that c. German U-boat had sunk the Athenia? 

I believe two or three weeks afterwards, when this U-boat actually 
did return. 

DR. SIEVERS; Mr, President I should like to refer to a document, 
according to which the date was the 57th of September, 
PY DR, SIEMERS: 

Did you know that a declaration had been made by State Secretary 
von Weizsaccker to the effect that it was not a German U-boat, and the date 
involved was the 3rd, 4th, or 5th of September? When it was established 
that it actually had been a German U-boat, what did Raeder undertake to do? 

A The assumption that it had not been a Gorman U-boat was justified, 
and State Secretary von Yeizsaccker acted in the best of faith, as we did. 
After this regrettable mistake became known, Raeder reported this fact to 
Hitler. Hitler, theréfore, decreed that he did not want the statement which 
had been made by the Forcign Office stricken out or denied, and he decreed 
that the participants, that is those who knew, should remain silent and 
give their oath, and this period of silence was to be kept untilthe 
the ware 
Q Did you give your oath of ~“ilence? 
A I personally did not have to give my oath of silence, and neither 
did Admiral Raede Both of us were in the High Command, and with Admiral 
Fricke wore the only ones who had knowledge of that, and wo would have had 
to pledge each cthor, 
S decree, you were obligated to get an oath 
ners who knew about this: 
I &m of tho opinion that it was tho orew of the U-boat, as 


the members of the crew knew .t this mistake had actually taken 


The Prosecution accuses Gr nd Admiral Raeder of not going ta 
Mr. von Weizsaecker and telling him it actually was a Gorman U-boat, and not 
telling the American naval authoritios, "I'm Sorry; it was a German U-boat 
after all," 


A Such thoughts occurred to «ss «s well, but we thought that any 
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discrepancy which would bring about public disfavor in America was to be 
avoided, and stirring up this case once more would have aroused public 
opinion tremendously. I believe the Lusitania case during the First World 

e in point. To bring up this case again after a few weeks, 


o public opinion, and, in a way, to force entry into the war, 


that was the train of thought which caused Hitler to issue this 
decree? 

A It was the thought that we had as well. 

Q You said it was handled lire thet in order not to stir it up 
again, but regrettably, as you mow uis case was again stirred up. On 
the 23rd of October 1939, in the Vocikischer Beobachter, a very unpleasant 
and disagreeable article appeared undor thc heading, "Churchill Sinks the 
Athenia", Do you remember that article? 

Yes, of courso, That article was published without Racder's 
knowledge and without the knowledge and aid of the Navy. I do not know who 
the author of the article was, It did come from the Propaganda Ministr 


T 


and Raeder and wo in the High Command of the Navy wore flabbergasted, less 
because this topic was being stirred up again, but rather because of the tnne 
that was used since deliberately or unintentionally -- for wo did not know -- 
there was a distortion, 

We were oblignted to silence, and just how much the Propaganda Ministry 
had been informed about this mattor by Hitler, we did not know. Of course, 
we had no opportunity to speak with the Propaganda Ministry, and we were 
completely surprised when this article appeared several weeks later in the 
Voelkischer Beobachter. ʻe were especially upset, first of all, since it was 
basically against policy that leadine forcign statesmen be attacked in such a 
sharp and intense manner. In addition to that, the facts were completely 
distorted, and besides =- this may be important also -- in this case we were 
attacking the opponent of Raeder and there was no reason for making derogatory 
remarks about this opponent before t:o German public. 

Q Now, my final question: Did the Propaganda Ministry call you or 


Raedor before this article appeared? 
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THE PRESIDENT: Dre Siemers, that is about thc sixth final question you 


I beg your pardon, Mr. President. 
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Porhops I « t interproted correctlye I moant to say that it was my 
final quostion to the complex of th. -thenia probleme Now, this is 
actually tho final question which I wish to put, 


BY Di. SIEIERS: 


A D 


Q Tho Prosecution accuses Grand -dmiral Raeder of not supporting 


& 


Gonorcl von Fritsch after he had been frood following a court procoocing, 
and tho Prosecution accuses Raodor of not using his influenco in 
roostablishing Fritsch in offico and in dignity, Is that corroct? 

No, that is not correct, Raodor gavo no tho filo of tho loga 
procooding against Fritsch in tho first month of the year 1939. Ho gave mo 
tho file to kocp in my safe, At that time ho told me how tho courso of tho 


procoedings had influoncod hin aud i. 5 his impression was, ond ho also told 


EE 


3 a st * . > 
he had offoroC to have tritsch roostablished completely, going so 


m roinstated in his provious offico and position, 
kod him for that and told him porsoually that ho would novor 
assumo his former offi gei t ho would novor emsidor roturning 
because of tho incidents that had taken place, and he requested Racdor not to 
put forth any more effort in his 
On tho wholo, “ritsch and Saodor wore vory closo personally, although 
it would be too much to y that thoy wore vory good frionds, 
STEERS: Thank you vory much, Admiral, 
I have no furthoy quostions, 
Does any othor monbor of tho defendants! counsel want 
auy quostions ? 
BY DR, XR D1 (Counsel for tho dofondant Doonitz), 
Q Admiral Schulto-Moonting, ycu just now mentiono: 
troatmont givon prisonors who had nado an attack on tho 
moan by that, tho attack of Novomber 1939? 
Yos, that is tho ono I moane 
Q Was it a two-man U-boat? 
Whothor it was a two-man or ‘Shrocenan U-boat, I don't know, but it 
a midget Ueboat. Sovoral U-boats attackod simultancously,. Somo of thon 


roro suuk, and the commandant of tho ono which was successful attacked tho 
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I beliove ho was tho ono who was takon prisonor, 


4 according to tho Gonova convontion? 


M 


Aud this commandant was trocto 


A4bsolutoly, 


KRN ZBUSHLER: Thank yoyoy muche 


PRESIDENT: Doos tho Prosocution wish to cross oxonino? 
CROSSAXAALIINATIOS 
BY ike ELUYN JONES: 

Q “tness, I want to ask you first about the Lthonia opisodo, I take 
it you agroe that tho orticlo in tho Voolkischor Bcobachtor was thoroughly 
dishonorablo, lying 

I heard nothin; at 
Q I will ropoat my questions 


hocr no now? 


9 -ith rogard to tho Voolkischor Boobachtor articlo on tho Athonias 

do you agroo that it was a thoroughly dishonorablo publications 
Yes, I agree that it was a ^ishonoroblo publication, untruo 
“Lshonorablec, 

Q  Porhaps if you kocp your hocdphonos on -- I have a nunbor of questio: 
to ask you, I'n afraid -- it night bo more convoniont for tho work wo havo 
to do, 

You say that tho defendant Haodor thought it was dishonorablo? 

Yos, ho did 
what action did ho co to —^onifost his displeasure? 
intorost of tho stato more thar 
of tho stato could be interpreted along 
1680 lines, thet in any ovont all complications with tho United States 
woro to bo avoided, 

Q That appoars to bo a characteristic on the part of Racder that runs 
throughout tho history from 1928 to 1943, that throughout he put what he 
thought were the intorosts of tho ilazi State before conditions of morality, 
konor, and public decency, is that not so? 


at l do not believes. I bolievo that in these casos ho acted 


like a good patriot would act, 
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Q You see, with regard to the invasion of Russia, for example, 
you Said to the Tribunal that on both moral and strategic grounds, Raeder 
‘was against the invasion of Russia. Why did he not resicn? 

, A First of all, I must reply and tell you his replies to Hitler 
about his picture of a war with Russia. 

First of all, he saw a conflict, andhe did not see any possiblity of 
circumventing this ccnflict for the following reasons: First, because of 
the personal attitude which he, Hitler, had received on the visit of Molotov, 
a visit which had taken place in the meantime, I mean between the directing 
and the carrying throuzh. 

Point two: The fact that supposedly the economic negotiations had not 
only been carried out falteringly, but, as Hitler said, in the form of 
blackmail, 

Thirdly, as he had heard from the German General Staff, the deployment 
and mobilization on the Russian side had taken on such a scope, and he, 
Hitler, did not want to wait for an attack from the other side because of 
the dangers involved, for Brandenburg or its capital and Silesian industry, 
and then of course, Raeder had to agree that these arguments could not be 
refuted, for he was not in a position to prove the opposite. 

Q You are not suggesting that you thought that the war between 
Russia and Germany was a defensive war so far as Germany was concerned, 
are you? 

A Noy we were of the opinion that the deployment of troops on 
both sides had reached such a point that the time for the discharging of the 


thunder was not too far distant and that from the political point of view, 


if he sees that he can not prevent a conflict, he would like to have the 


advantage of giving the first blow. 

Q The invasion of Russia was a brutal aggression oñ the part of 
Nazi Germany, you admit that now, do you not? 

A Yes, I do admit that. 

Q I want you to turn your mind for a moment, if you vill, to document 
L-79, which is in the British document book 10, page 74. Those are the 


minutes of the Hitler conference on 23 May 1939 which you discussed in your 
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evidence in chief this mornings I take it that you have read those minutes, 
witness? 

A May I look at them now, please? I have never known the minutes 
up until this point, and if I should be asked about them I would have to 
read them in toto. 

Q You need not trouble to do that, witness. You gave evidence 
this morning as to Raeder!s discussion with you about this conference. 
Didn't Raeder tell you that Hitler ha d said on 23 May 1939, for instance, 

There is no question of sparing Poland, and we are left with the 
decision to attack Poland at the first suitable opportunity. We cannot 
expect a repetition of the Czechoslovakian affair. There will be war," 

Then further,page 76 of the report: 

"The Fuehrer doubts the possibility of a peaceful settlement with 
England, We must prepare ourselves for the conflict. England is our 
enemy, and the conflict with England will be a life anc death struggle." 

Then the next paragraph but ones 

"The Dutch and Belgium air bases must be occupied by armed force. 
Declarations of neutrality must be ignored." 

I am suggesting to you that those statements of Hitler's represented 
Hitler's considered policy, and that that policy was in fact carried cut in 


the field of action. Is that not so? 


A First of all, I wuld like to correct a mistake. I thought that 


you had given me a record on Poland. I saw it in a different version, and 
I thought it was a different record, Tf it is the same record which I 
mentioned this morning, I should like to state again that Raeder, of course, 
did not agree with this record as put down by Schmundt. 
: Q Just one moment, witness, if you please. I have read out certain 
extracts from that document, vhich I take it that you heard interpreted. Do 
you agree with me that those extracts represented Hitler's considered policy 
at the time and that that policy was in fact carried out in the field of 
action? 

If you keep your headphones on--Iknow it it is difficult. Just move 
them back if you wish to talk, 


Now, see if you can answer my question, 
3 
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A I should like to remark in this connection that Hitler in his 
speeches pursued & certain purpose. In the prepo^rations for war he sow a 
mcans for political presmre, and at that time ho wis using the phrase "war 
of nerves", which was used not only in Germany but was broadcase over the air, 
even beyond the boundaries of Europcée Through this he tricd to use a means 


of preventing war, as well as of war pressure, and this document, per so, 


contains contradictions which permit us to gather that he himself could not 


have meant this document to be taken scriously -- that it could not be a 
warlike conflict, and I can prove this by saying that ho said that the General 
Staff might not concern thomselvcs with this question, and toward the end it 
says that all the parts of tho Tohrmacht must work togcthor for tho purposes 
of state. He says that a war with Poland may not bring about a wor with 
England, and our policy hasto soe td it. Thon in thc next paragraph he 
soys, "But if a wnr actually does ariso, "I shall strike sharp blows for a 
decision." 

In the next paragraph it says, "But I need ten to fifteen ye: to 
propare, and in the concluding pragraph it says that the building program 
of the navy will not be changed, 

If, therefore, Hitler at that time had been convinced of the seriousness 
of his speech and had believed in the seriousness of the spcech, that there 
should be an armed lict with Poland in a short time, then he would not 
have argued to the fact j ni. at we have time until 1943, and there 
will be no changes navy in this connection. Then he would have said 
to Raeder, "Please, in cllhasto, prepare a strong U-boat program because I 
do not know what course events will take." 

But it is o fact that at about this time, the Fal? We 
was being prepared to the very last detail, was it not? That was 
operation against Poland, 

A The operation was prepared to such a stage that when it was put back 
our forces nt sea could not even be reached through wirclesse The policy 
had boon forced to the breaking point, and we thought thot wo could use a war 
of nerves. At the last minute, everything was held back, and we believed tha 
without doubt, it wos only a means of pressure, and we did not believe that it 


would be an outbreak of ware Only when the cannons spoke were we convinced 
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from then on the war was not to be prevented. I personally believe -- 

Q If you would shorten your answers as best you can, it would be very 
convcnient. 

I want to go from Poland to Norway. The first conference of the 
defondant Raeder with regard to Norway took place on 10 October, you have 
told us. I want you to hear the rocord of that conference, which is found 

dmiral Assmann's héndlino diary. It is dated 10 October 1939: 

"Racder stresses importance of obtaining Norwegian bases, Trojndheim, anć 

that occupation of Belgium coast provides no advantage for U-boat warfare." 


I suggest to you that the interests of the German navy in Norway from 


tho point of viewof requiring submarine bases was manif sting itsclf at that 


time; is thit not so? 
A May I look at this document first? It is unknown to me. 
You shall sce the origin: you want to rc-assure yourself 


reading it correctly. 


(A document was handed to the witnos s) 
sentence, I can not find any belligerent intentions. It 
that he is interested in the winning of Norwegian bascs. 
all I am putting to you at the moment. Do you know that 
on $ October the defendant Raeder was sending out a questionnaire upon the 
possibility of extending the operational base to the north, and upon the basis 
that it would be desirable for German power to acquire? 
MR. ELWYN JONES: I am referring to document C-122, My Lord. Document 
C-122is in document book 10 at page 91, 
BY MR. ELWYN JONES: 
Q If you will look at that document, witness, you will see in the 
second sentences 
"It must be ascertained whether it is possible to gain bases in Norway 
under the combined pressure of Russia and Germany, with the aim of improving 
fundzmentally our strategic and operational position." 
Then there follow these questions: 
"What places in Norway can be considered as basos? 


"Con bases be gained by military force against Norway's will, if it is 
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impossible to darry this out without fighting? 


"What are the possibilities of defense after the occupation? 
i t 


"Will the harbours have to bo developed completely as basos, or have they 


ossibly already decisive advantages as supply positions? (F.0.U-boats alre: 


considers such harbours extremely useful as equipment and supply bases for 
Atlantic U-bonts to call at temporarily.) 

"What decisive advantages would exist for the conduct of the war at sen 
in gaining a base in North Denmark, Cege 'Skagon?" 

Now, I suggest to you that those documents are the clue to the Gorman 
invasion of. Norway. Do you not agree with that? 

A No, so far as the puroly operational plans are concerned, I can not 
sce any aggressive puro in thoro, This morning I said that to tho best 
of my knowledge, Admiral Karls already in September sent a letter to this 


effodt to Racder in which ho expressed concern and stated plans in case of an 


Allied landing in Norwaye 
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Qe The source of information which the defendant Raeder was receiving 
you discussed this morning, but one source that you did not give was the 
Norwegian traitor Quislinge The relations between the defendant Raeder ond 


he were very close, were they not? 


A. There was no connection ot alle December of 1939 Raeder met Quislin; 


for tho first time in his life, and nover agnin after thate 

Qe After December Quisling's agent Hagelin was a vory frequent visitor 
with the defendant 

A. I do not believe that Hocelin visited Raeder bw once or twice. I 
believe that he called on Raeder for the first time when he accompanied -- 


ot 


Well, Raeder was in very close touch with Quisling's s 


Noe Raeder had nothing at all to do with the Quisling movement. 
A mon, Erich Giese, who was an administrative enployce of tho Suprem 
Commander of the Navy in Berlin -- 
A. I did not quite catch the name 
g-i-6-8-o6-. Part of his qutics were to roccivc 
of the Supreme Commander. He was an assistant of the Supr 
jutant and he was dismissed ffom his post in April 1942. No doubt you 
recollect the 
Q Will 
I did not catch it. Is this a Norwegi 
À German subject, an employee of the preme Command of the Navy. 
Part of his duties were to receive all the Commander's visitors, to 
accept applications for interviews, 
Supreme Commander. Now you are looking 
Document D. 722, G.B, 479, 
THE PRESIDENT: Has the witnoss answered t! 
MR. ELWYN JONES: Not yet, My Lorde 
THE WITNESS: I just received now from this gentleman -- tho man 
talking of was in one of tho anteerooms of tho Adjutant's office, an 


to bo admitted into the inner offico was not up to this 
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and I asked them first what their reason for calling was, Mre Havclin was 


admitted before Quisling, not before December '$ 
BY MR. ELWYN JONES: 
Qe Iam not suggesting that but I am suggesting thot 
there was a very close link between Raeder and th 
read out to you this extract from the affidavit of 


Lord, of the English translation: 


"I can state the following about tne preparations which lod 


action against Denmark and Norways An appointment with tho Suprome 


n 


was frequently made for a Mre Hagelin and anoth gre wn whose 


not recall at present, through a party official o? Rosenberg's PF 


Political Bureau; as a rule they were reccived irmediately. I also 


instructions accordingly that in the event of a Mr. Hagelin announcing hinms 


personally, I should always take hin to the Supreme Command 
learned after a short time th: c was 2 Norwegian 

the Foreign Political Office who frequ 

cannot recall either any more, 

I learned about tho Raeder-3osonbor 

for the Norway onmnpaiigne According to 

this undertaking emanated from Raeder and 

The whole 

Holland and England, Ono 


Y 


mander's through Hagelin and 


these negotiations was 1 by Lieutenant Commander Schreiber oi 


reserve, who was later 


very woll, He worked with the Qisling party and its 


That mirht be o up to a certain degree but the fact is 


A 


i E 
to thc 


N 


Comm 


not 


wander 


received 


1 


the naval 


that 


at 


timo after the isit of Ouisline I told Harelin that if he had naval 


reports in the future I was asking him to give them to mo. 
Dcfondant Raeder never mot 


Before Decembere Later ho did not receive him any morc, 


Hc in fact received Hagelin and took him to Hitler on thc 


Jecomber '39, did he not? 


14th 


of 
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Ae He was accompanied by Quisling, that is correcte But he did not havı 
any discussion with Raeder alone, 

Qe You spoke this morning as to conference between Quisling and Raeder c 
the 12th of December '39 and suggested that politics were not dicussed at 
that conference, 

By the word 'politic'! I mean something which applic 
Socialistic tendencies on the German sido and National Social 
on the other side. The matters discussed were only Naval 

Qe I am not going into a discussion of the question 
I will consider the familian Gormon definitic int nolitios is a continuatioy 

war by other meanse But if you look at the document C 4 you will see 

it political problems were di ssod on tho 12th of Decembcre You see that 
a report of Raeder to Hitler, It is on page Oo ho document book 10-4; 
which Raeder writes: 

"Quisling 
a result of the Russo-Finnish conflict, anti-Germen foclic: in Norway is oven 
stronger than hitherto. Englanc influence i great specially throug! 
Storthing -,Prcsident Hambre ow, a friond of Hore-Belisha, ^llepowcrful in 
Norway just now, 

England and Norway 

would also stand against Go 

very great - possibly very shortly 
Government is unconstitutional 
prolonged its term by a yonr,''" 

Politics was very much under d 
You hve said that the defenda Raeder was anxious for 
it for peace with a Norway ruled by the traitor Quislinz? 

In reply to your first question I would lik 
refors to the matter that in these 


1 


involved, how fnr they were furthering their own politi ond how far German 


interests and politics were protected. From this d mt jist submitted to 


me, in my opinion I wanted to say as to Raeder 
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any agreemént on these matters, and 
but rather, he discussed facts with him. 
^ preamble mentioned certain things and he also called 
attention to the fact what he actually agreed with was not party matters but 
what should be above these matters, 
The defendant Raeder was preferring the renorts of Quisling to the 
reports of the German ambassador in Oslo which were entirely different 
the reports of the traitor juislinge That is so, is it not? 
Raeder never saw the reports from thcGerman 
do not know these renortse 


cxt about the relations with thc 


speak only about Raeder 
that moment as to the xttack on Pearly 
You received a comaunication from vo German Naval 


A L e 


an attack 


Pear] Harbor 

United States 
exhibit G.Be480. You will see that 
the German Naval Attache in Tokio, he first entry is 
December 1941: 


"The Naval attache 


to have broken down compl 


action to the South by the Japar 


6th of December 1941: 
"Conversation with Comnandor Shibae The outcome of thc conversatio 
roported to Ber n t! following signal: ‘Naval Attache 1251 Ton Secret. 


Last week america propose noneagegression pact between the United States, 
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Britain, Russia and Japan. In view of thc Tripartite Pact 


pensatory demands, Japan rejected this offer. Negotiations 


compictely broken down, 
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"m 


Kurusu!s being sent only to iupross th 


3 
had 


stono en left unturned. 


"Tio Japanese Arned Foreos have alre 


ax is inovitablo, oven if tho Un 


Should mako still sroater concessions. 


and thon I won't road tho wholo d 


of war with Britain and 


by Christmase From this I the 


assuning that signal ronchod you 


the plans of tho porfidi 


I don't quito follow tho Sondoe 


hac. no conforoncos with tho Japanoso 


knovlodgo of the Poarl Harbor inoicont 


say whethor on tho 6th of Docorbor tho 


on qb conclusi 


prosunption TuS drawing 


A 


(a 


control about conflict which was to 


the fact that wo in Borlin advisod tho 


Q 


2 You say that you hea 


no 


Aattoacho? 


To ny knowlodco no offic 


Adnirolty Stoff, thot is, cial 


and the Japaneso Admiralty Staff, 
Q 
liy document reads: 

"No exact dotails aro 
the Southern Offonsivo, 
o:pectod to start within threo week 
Borneo will be lou 


o Phillipines and 


"n 
EN IS 


"The Ambassador has no knowloc 


but is acquainted with its contonts," 


the Japanoso Arnod forces forraw this 


inprossion: 


ial conforonco te twoon Adairalty 


Before you part from that docume: 1t, I 


All tho evidonco, howovor, indicato: 


i A 


development and consented to 


o people with the fact that no 


1 
ac 


y decided (throo wocks ago) 


itod States, at tho last inuto, 


vorrospondibg measures oro undor aye" 


ocument and at tho ond it SAYS s 


America would od 


Cortainly bo establis 


in throc wooks," 


boforo the 8th of Docombor, 


you became 


ous attack upon tho Unitod Statos, 


I have already said that wo in Borlin 


I 


attacho,e assorted that wo had 


and that by radio, and I cannot quite 


attache at Tokyo told us about 


ons fron sources which wo could not 


arise, There is no conncetior with 


Japanose to attack America e 


1 Borlin with tho Japanese 


1 


Staff anl 


operative conforence between tho SKL 


want you to read paragraph 5, 


the zero hour for tho comencement 


that it may 


S, ond simultaneously attacks on Sian, 


nehode 


of tho transmission of tho tolocramy 
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THE PRESIDENT: With roforoaco to what the witness hns just said, I 
don't know whether I understood him before, but what I to i it to 
was that tho Gorman au«iralty first know of thc 
Poarl Horbor, not that ho know about it boforo byr adio, 
HR. ELWYN JONES: That is also ny ' 
BY LR. ELYN JONES: 


oe Im suggesting to tho witnoss ho know porfectly wo 
Japanoso intontion to attack tho United States 
“carl Harbor" 

I don't know wnothor 
two days before tho attack on carl Harbor wo roccived 
Tokyo to tho offoct that a conforonec was t 
whothor wo know of tho 


? " a7 * ^ ^ ^ ^ 
aand and tho Japemnoso 


deal with that, but i wont +; reac out to you what vour 
Comandor in Chiof said about + at and soo what you wi ay you know, 


On tho intorrogation of Admiral 
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November, 19l5, ho was asked: 

"Q Would nogotiations as to the intervention of Japan be embraced 
by the forcign office people alone or would they be in eollaboration with 
the High Command of the Navy and tho OK?" 

And Defendant Racdor's answer was thats 

"AL No nogotiations wore meze between the foreign office and on the 
part of the Japanese. Thore was this delegate Oshima, who was an officer. 
He negotiated with the forcign office in his capacity as adelogate, but apart 
from that he was sufficicntly àn sport to determine at this tino froma 
ilitary standpoint as woll, Military authorities had long before that 


carriod on negotiations with military and naval attaches about tho matters that 


the Japanese necdede This was all taliod about md thrashed cut with the 


military and naval attachos,' 

That is a very different version of the fact fron the version you 
have given, witness, is it not? Now, there are two more matters I want to 
deal withe 

MR, ELYN JONES: I dontt know whether it will be convenient, lf Lord, 
to have a brief adjournnent. 

(A recess was takon)e 

MR. ELWYN JONES: ifay it please the Tribunal, with regard to the 
extract from the interrogation of the defendant Raeder, he was then dealing 
with tho relationship gencrally between tho German authorities in Borlin and 
the Japanese representativos. T do not want to have given the Court the 
impression it was a drect negotiation with regard to the intervention against 
Amoricae I do not want to mislead tho Court in any way with regard to that 
mattore 
BY UR. EDWYN JONES: 

E Did you know of the shooting in December, 192, by a naval unit 
belonging to the German Navy at Bordeaux of a ship in command of two British 
Royal Marines in the Girond Estuary? 

A I was told abotitthat afterwards, latere 

Q Did you seo tho entry with regard to that Shooting in the SKL 
War diary? 


A No, through defense counsel I was shown an entry, but I do not 
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know whcther it was tho war diary.4f the Naval Command or tho SKLe 

Q It has been suggested by both counsel for defendant Doenitz and 
counsel for defendant Rader that tho entry in D-658, which contained the 
sentence; "The measure would be in accordance with the Fuchrer's special 
order, but nevertheless from the character of international lav, since the 
Soldiers were in uniform, it has been suggested that entry was not from the 
SKL war diary." Now, you aro familiar with the initials of the defendant 
Racder, aro you not? 

A May I look at tho originah of [~558, so that it may be established 
beyond aperadventure that this mattor was entered in tho SKL war diary? 

MR. ELWYN JONES: I will put in a phot static copy of the original 
if the Tribunal will allow me, as my ofiginal is required for othcr purposcse 
D-658 was GB 229, and it may be convenient that our photostats of the originals 
be shown as D-658-A and GB-229-4. 

BY HR. EL7YN JONES: 
Q That is the war diary of tho SKL, is it not? 


A Yos, I recognize it as suche 
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And the SKL was perfectly familiar with that dreadful murdor of the 
Bordeaux, wasn't it? 

From tho war diary I can soc -- such is my impression -- that 
aftorward on tho 9th of Docombor thoy were informed about tho fact of the 
shooting e 

Q and their laconic comment was =- 
In tho communique of tho Ard Forces =- Vehrmachtsboricht -- 
it says hore litorolly, "4 ding to Amuod Forces report, two soldiers havo 
been shot in tho meantino,"” This can bo soon in the war diary of tho SKL 
and I rocognize ond Bonfir: 


Q And tho couont of tho SKI, is t is soucthing now in intornational 


D 


since tho soldiors were in 
Yos, 
I wish to ask you about: it your contontio: 
Gormen Navy fought : n var at soa? 
I contond that the Gorman Navy fought on extremely clean war and 
nothing to do with tl that it is said hore in the diory of 
which was taken from tho Arzod Forces roport, that two soldiors wore shot, 
was tho special order rivon by ic Fuohror which was montionod, but as a 
Naval var Command it was a novun in tho history of naval worforo, 
Q om turnins to onothor matter, but youbay gonerally -- 
that this postscript was ontorod but 
Raodor had no influenco in these mattor If you ask mo whethor I approved 
that ordor or something like that I could give you my opinion, or whatever 
discusscd == 
Raodor was Comnondorsir-Jhiof of the Army ond Navy, cond vho 
would have influonecin tho Navy if tho Conmandorsin-Chicf didn't havo influonce 
Horo was a mettor dirootly reflecting on tho honor of Gormm Armod Forces 
anc. despite that coliborate donial o? tho protoction of tho Genova. Convention 
in this mattor he continued in offi aftor those men wore doliborctoly 
murdorode 


That is a distortions iny I put my position as follows: The facts 
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The facts ore these: That in this wor, for tho first time, a form of sabotage, 
bo it bohind the lines, from the air or brought behind tho lines in some WAY, 
was introducod, 
Q These wore marinos in form Your own roport in the SKL diary says so, 
I have to commont on that ordor which has beon givon boforoe Tho 
proaublo of that order was, sinco on tho basis of Knowledze of orders which 
we capturod == I don't romaibor the wording any more -- but since it has 
bocome cloar that these soldiors in tho so-callod comando raids roccived 
orders not to bothor taking German prisonors, but shoot thon, tho following 
directives had to bo issuod, At that timo I had discussions with Roodor 
:bout that caso, of course, ani I oan only say that ny personal opinion was 
follows 
that I could belisve that proanblo because I an of tho 
cono to tho moans of sabotaso behind tholinos, thatof course 
bothored with tho taking of prisoners because thon tho oloment of 
surprise in this casc -- our surpriso -= would bo oxcludod,. If thoroforo 
v. troop of three to fivo mon, a ad comando undertaking, is sont 
boninc the lines in order to bring about destruction, thon of courso 
cannot burden themselves with Gorman prisonors without runing tho risk of 
boing killed thonsolvos or rocognizod boforo thoy can carry out thoir 
undertakings  Thoroforo I considorod that proonblo quito erodiblo and I 
my opinion at that tino, 

And you think that that shc g of those two marines thoroforo was 
porfoctly justifiod? That is your p.sition on this mattor, anl just say yes 
or no on thats; I won't argue with youe 

that in any wey. I only said, here is a fact of 
which wo were only informed by tho jrmod Forces report, ond that Racder and the 
High Coinind had not boon heard on that pointe That is what I pointed oute 
Q Wow, tho final mattor I wontoo to ask you about is, you have 
indicated that in your opinion Gormany fought a cloan war at son. I want 
sulmit D-875, new document, which will bo GB 481, tho lcg book of U-boat 
U-71, uncer tho datolino 21st of Juno, 1941, then tho Dofendant Racdor was 


ComiondoreineChiof of the Gorman Navy. You soo tho ontry roads: 
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"Sighted lifeboat of tho Norwegian motor tanker John P, Pondorson 
drifting under sail,  Throo survivors were lying exhausted, undor a 
tarpaulin and only p poared when the U-Bonot was moving away wine 
Thoy stated that their ship had boon torpodood twontyeight days boforc, 

I turnod down thoir roquost to bo tokon aboard, provisioned tho boat with 
food and water and gave thou tho course and distanco to the Icolandic coast, 
and crow wore in a stato t] n viow of the prevailing woathor, 

offorod hardly any prospocts of roscuo," 

Is that your conception of a clean war at soa? 

I want to omphasizo thet tho cariandins officer did what ho could, 
inview of tho weather ho des criboJ, that in viow of tho proveiling woathor, 
roscuo could not bo carricd out, that ho provided thon with food and wator 

cave thom thc courso to tho ecost, I could not say why thet should bo 
inhunanos If ho had loft without jiving thom food and tho courso, thon you 
misht mako that accus: ation, 

Q Ho coul? have taken thon aboard, youknow,  Thoso woro throo 110% 

Ho, I boliove you cannot judge thai r tho cormianding officer 

au judge that, tho nm in chargo of the U-Boat, I should havo to 
tho woathor, because it says horo, "odium swoll".. 
t commander must m vo spoken tc 
en possible to take thom ab ard, 
fato, you know, knowin: ite woll that he was leavin; 
No, not at al! Then he did not havo to sive 
not have to give. 

Q o last so n is a cloar indication that the U-Boat captain 
ho was loaving thom to di + Om suggesting that ho could havo taken 
aboard and might have done so if ho ha. the clemonts of humanity in hin, 

I do not know the Stato of tho U-Boat, whethor tho boat was in 

tion to tako prisonors on boarde I boliovo that you haven't soon 
& U-Boat;  othorwiso you wouldn't judge it like that, The crey 


& U-Boat which has been undor water for WOoks usus ovory bit pf spaco 


to tho last and is exposed to da: 
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would bo a nocossity, Besides, tho comiandorhimsolf said thoro was no chance 
in viow of the prevailing woathor, 
(This concluded Hr, Elwyn Jones! cross-oxamination of tho witnosse) 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR, SIEMERS: 
Q Admiral, I have some questions concerning a fow points which 
ir, Elwyn Jones put to youe 


Thoro has been put to you the document by Assmann of tho lOth of 


Yetobor, 1939, an ontry under the IOth of October, with the assertion that 


from this it could be soon that Raeder wantod to occupy Norway only in 
ordor to havo basos along the Norwopian const, I should like to road to you 
the full ontry, ond I should like you to speak to the ontiro docunont: 

"Tho Fuchrer agrocs that tho truo battleship should not bo put to uso, 
Russia has offorod bases noar ilumaanske Question of siogo of Encland, 


4 


Fuchror and High Comnand Navy agroo that all objections by noutrals 


have to bo rojoctod, also tho danger of entry of U,SeA., in tho war which 
1 : 1 1 : : 1 t . 

would continuo tho duration of tho war, The more "brutal! thet wor is 

conducted, the sooner tho ond, the shortor tho wor, Capacity for largo 


production program, submarino progroue  Fuohror rojocts suggestion to have 


submarinos built by Russia -- fron | in == for political reasonse 


C 


Voruaand Navy states no advanta;os by conquest c orwegian coaste Fuohror 
will consider quostion," 
Admiral, according to tho ontiro conton is this a completo 
clarification of tho Norwogian problon? 
No, not at oll, 

Do I sce correctly that horo a groat number of questions aro 

and thoroforo only ono stratogic -- 

ELYN JONES: Tho translation cano through ,"no occupation of 
Norwogion coast," andthe translation of thc document of “neder strossos tho 


importance of obtaining Norwogian bosos, am not saying this in a 
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THE PRESIDENT: Did you give that an exhibit number? 
MR. ELWYN JONES: No, My Lorde That is the entry from Assmannts 
headline diarye 


THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I know it, But I want to know the exhibit 


MR. EDYYN JONES: I will have an extract made and tho exhibit 
number given this evening, my Lorde 

THE PRESIDENT: It would be GR 82, would it not? 

HR. ELWYN JONES: Yes, my Lord, that is it; GB 82. 


DR. SIEMERS: Mr, President, I beg your pardon if it does not agree; 


but I have that material from which I read. I received that by the courtesy 


of Nre Elwyn Jones, 

THE PRESIDENT: You had better go into the question of translation, 
and got that settlede 

VRe ELWYN JONES: Yes, your Lordshipe 
BY DR, SIEMERS: 

Q At anyrate, admiral, in considering that entry of tho 10th of 
October =~ that is, of the sam conference -- am I right in saying that there 
were many strategic questions, so one could not say of any one of these 
strategic questions that question had been treated completely and finally? 

A Noe I beliove that complexity of questions had nothing to do with 
the long discussion between Hitler and Raeder concerning the occupation of 
Norwaye It touches the question of the occupation of Norway, and then 
discusses a few points which Raodor probably had taken dom in his notebooke 
Independently of that question, whether an occupation of Norway was necessary 
or not, that question has been discussed by coincidence on the same day, the 
possibilitics of acquisition of bases outside of German territorye 

Q Thereforc, one spoke about Murmansk which had been offorod by 
Russiae 

A From Russia all along the ontire coast, wherever there were 


possibilities for the continuance of submarine warfare 


Q In the naval diary, a sentence dealing with the conference between 


Raeder and Hitler was in quotation markse Werc these words which were used by 
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Hitler? Can one assuno that? 

MR. ELWYN JONES: If your Lordship please, the translation has now 
been checked, and the original reading of "Raeder stresses the importance of 
obtaining Norwegian bascs" appears to be a porfectly correct translation, 


THE PRESIDENT: Go on, Dre Siemors, 


THE WITNESS: I undorstood, doctor. Shall I speak about that? 


BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q Yos. Do you want to say something about that point? 

A Yos. I understand that the other gentleman just pointed out that 
Racder allegedly mentioned tho necessity of acquisition of bascs for submarines 
to Hitler, and in that connection, that he once spoke about support from 
Russia, and on another occasion about the possibility of bases fron Norwaye 
But that does not reveal any intention of attacks 

DR. SIEIRS: jr.Prosidont, I asked Dr. Kranzbuchlor also to check 
the translation. The German toxt s ys, which I shovld like to point out right 
now, "Veist hin auf den wert", "points out the importance, or the valuo," 

That is something different fron the English translation. But nay I cone back 
to this Later? 
BY DR. SIEVERS: 

Q Admiral, lire Elwyn Jones thon submitted tho affidavit of 
Walter Giosc. I should bo gratoful if you would look at it again. Tt is 
D 722. The first lino reads: 

"I was born in Stettin on tho 24th Novembor, 1900, as tho son of 
the fronan bricklayer, Ernst QGioso," 

Then it says, "I sat in the anto-roon of the Supreme Commander as 
assistant to tho adjutant! 

Then it says, in tho samo paragraph "I received tho Rogistor from 
the Adjutant at midday after the callors had departed, to lock it up in the 
joint armour-plated safe," 

Then it says on the sccmd page "I did not have much contact with 
the Supreme Commander personally - this consisted rather in my submitting to, 
or fetching from, him top secret correspondence." 

Admiral, do I say correctly that Giese, therefore, was a sort of 


messenger? 
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A Yes. In order to save officers, vo put civilians ino large 
nuüber of positions, peOple who wo thought were worthy of our confidence. 
That job of administering a strong box or carrying the key was the job really 


of a second adjutant, who later had to be shelved. 


Giese had been a clerk in tho navy, and therefore had had a certain 


amount of practice in keeping bookse 

THE PRESIDENT: If there is anything inaccurate in the document, 
you can put it to him. But it all is set out in the document, exactly as 
the admiral saide You aro wasting tho time of the Tribunal in sying it hore. 

DR. SIE!ERS: re. President, I believe what lire Elwyn Jones 
presented is also in tho documente What matters is the question of inter- 
pretatione If I should bo mistaken, I beg your pardon, But tho witness 
has been confronted with certain points, and I believed that I had the right 
in the re-examination also to point out certain paragraphs in tho document e 
I can be very briof, 

THE PRESIDENT: If you want to, you can draw our attention to tho 
paragraphs e 

THE WITNESS: I can be very bricfe 

Giese had no inside information about the facts, and if he had 
looked into the minutes of the conference, vhich was no verbatim shorthand 
record. but only a personal note for the menory of the adjutant, he, without 
having taken part in the conference, could never have gotten the correct 
information, Ho had no decision in hand as to who snovld be admitted to see 
tho commander-in-chief, but only tho adjutant; that is to say, mysclf. He 
could not even know who could be admitted. It is an incorrect assumption 
when he says that Hagelin saw Raeder without seeing me first, 
BY DR. SIEEPS: 

Q Do you believe Giese was present when Raeder talked to Hitler? 

A Giese? No, never. Giese sat in the ante-roon and took care of 
the telephone calls, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dre Siemers, nobody here suggested that ho wase 
lr. Elwyn Jones was not putting it that this man Giese was questimcd at talks 


between Raeder and the Fuchrer or Racdcr and Hagelin, 
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DR. SIE'ERS: ire President, this is his affidavit, and in the 
affidavit, we read, which I would like to point out,on page 3, he says 
"According to all I heard, I can Say that tho idea of this undertaking 
emanated from Raedor and mot with Hitler's joyous agreement." 


THE WITNESS: How could he know that? I only know that I as chicf 


of staff was not present at these conferences, and Giese had no other possible 


source of information than to draw upón his imagination, 
BY DR. SIEMERS: 
Q I come now to Document D 072. That is the war diary of the Naval 
Attache in Japan, with which you were confrontede But according to it » you 
should have known that Japan, on tho 7th of December, would attack Americae 
The telegram which is mentioncd hore is of the 6th of December. Then could 
that telegram have arrived in your office? 
A You mea when could I have received it personally? 
Q or Raodor? 
Not before tho next morning. 
“hat would bo the 7th of December. 

In this caso, the chicf of staff of the naval warfarc cormand had 
to decide, and he was the one who decided whether for operational reasons that 
telegram should be presented at once, or note 

Q Admiral, you remember that docunent? 

YeSe 

Is Pearl Harbor mentioned in the document? 

Noe I tricd to explain that, that Poarl Harbor had no connection 
with that telegran by Admiral D2cnockor, It is not identical with it. And 
Dacnecker depended cn sources of information, and his assumption was based 
on this information which I formulated in that tolegrem, without hoving any 
definite evidence, 

Such telegrams were received continuously. Sometimes these assumptions 
were correct; sometimes they were incorrect. 

The prosecution has submittcd it to prove that military 

kon place with Japan. Am I correct in saying that that 


was only a message about eventualitics? 
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A Yes, of course. I have tried before to explain that there 
were no military negotistionsbotween general staffs. But the naval attache 
is charged with transmitting all information, after oxanination, to use 

Q Now, you have been confronted with a document which was not 
submitted, but was an interrogation of Racder of the lOth of November, 19h56 
May I ask you to look at page 5, at the bottom of that page of the document 


which I have handed to you, and the passage which is presente d on page 6T 


soa A 
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THE PRESIDENT: That ought to have a number, ought it not? 
WR. ELJ/YN:JONZ»: That will be GB 483, my Lord. 
BY DR. SLL.ERS3: 
On that aocument, page 5, on the bottom it says Document C 75; that is 
mentioned? 
A No. 
I believe you are mist-ken or I have made a mistake, 
I have an Znglish copy -- do you mean tiie English one? 


Yes, the English copy because it doesn't exist in German, 


A 
Q 
A You mean the last paragraph? 
Q 


I believe the last line or the line before the last. The .nglish trans- 
lation is hard to read. liaybe you have the wrong page. 

In the case of this interrogation, mr. President, we deal 
with docunent C 75. I be:ieve tLe witness will find it right away. i ention has 
been mace of that document recently and, according to the wish of the Tribunal 
which has been stated recently, I suouit C 75; that is Directive 24, about tie 
cooperation with Japan, and the full text is Document Raeder No. 126, The 
Tribunal will recall that -- 

THE PRESIDENT: I think it has already been put in. u 75 hasn't it already 
been put 

DR. E ERK I submit it now, C 75. 

THE PRESIDUNT: No, has it already been put in? Has it already been offerec 
in evidence? 

DR SIE. “RS: You may recall that the Prosecution has submitted Document 
C 75 as U.S. -- 

THE PRZSIo NT: It has already been put in. It doesn't want a new nuuber, 
isn't that correct? 

if, President, may I remind you that it needs a new number 
because only the first part was subuitted, the first paragraph, 

iR. EL YN JONES: U.S.A. 161, 

THS PR SILXUT: ell, we are not giving fresh numbers, Dr. Siemers, to part 
of documents which have already been put in. If the document has been put in, 
then where you want to use a fresh part of the document it has the same number 


as che old number; that is all. 
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DR. STHAGRS: Mr, President, but if the Prosecution in their aocument only 


puts in the first two paragraphs -- 
THS PRESIDENT: I know that perfectly well, and you are cntitled to put in 


any 


y part of the document, It is only a cuestion of what number is to be given 
to it and I thin, -- I may be wrong -- that up to ihe „resent we haven't given 
new numbers to docum.nts once that they have been put in although fresh parts 
of the docuuent are put in. 

-R. .L YN JON;:3: y. Lord, the position with regard to C 75 is that the 
whole of the original has been put in as U...4. 151 but only an extract from the 
original wes included in the -nglish document which was put before the court, 

THE PRESIL.NT: I s atl I was concerned vith was the number of the thing 
It has got the number U.3.4. 151 and I thought our practice had been that it 
should continue to have that number, You can put in any part of it you like, and 
if it is a -uestion of translation, no doubt the rrosccution will hand it to the 
translation department and have it translated for you; but you arc attempting to 

is all, 
pardon, but I have been asked recently to submit 
the document anew and th is where the mwistnderstanding arosc. Under these 
Circumstances, now that i hear that it has been submitted entirely, I can with- 
draw that, I should be grateful if the 1ribunal would also reccive the complete 
translation of the document in English ana noi only the first two paragraphs, 


RY n» 


J 4. 

.miral, have you found it in the meantime? 

7 and I was looking at 5, 

ell, I apologize to you, It is right, tuerefore, that the interrogation 
refers to Document C 75. Locument C 75, Admiral, is rvirectivec lo 24 concerning 
collaboration with Japan, and it says: Concerning collaboration with Japan, it 
is necessary to defeat sngland quickly and thervby kue 1e U.;.4. out of the 
war: and besides that, the document also mentions that which I have mentioned 
recently, that Singapore should be occupicd by Japan. Now Raeder, on the 10th of 
November, 45, has stated his position on that and, according to the 
the document, he saia that which ir. wliyn Jones has Just put to you, 
you to look at it again? It says there, on page -- I thought it was at 


ry 


of page 6, Leybe it is page 7, 
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The top of page 8. I co not speak Englishh as well as German, but I woul 
translato it as that which Japan needs. 
Q If I remember correctly, the word is "needs", 


A Of the things which Japan needs, 


Q that is to say, the needs of Japan and other things which Japan requires 


Therefore, the conversations mentioned by Raeder were not concerned with 
points? 
A No; that is entirely two different things. 

io that the answer of Raeder is concerned purely with questions of mater 

Yes, purely questions of meterials. Di Sj f thet kind we had vitl 
all navics, not only with the Japanese. 

then I come to the Coimanao order about which you testiried already. I c 
want to put to you the following: You have been shown Docwacnt 658, which says 
that according to armec. forces reports soldiers were uxucutea and where mention 
is made of the fact that the soldiers wore uniforms ana that th. ordur of the 

ies something now in international law. I believe that the Naval Command 
in Chicf in estern France roport.d that and that is a report by the armed force 
and that the men who wrote it, who put the entries in the ar Diary wrote à now 
thing in internetional law. I should like to ask you, would you consider that a 

f the ordir? 

I believe that I have to answer the question in the following manner: 

Normally, the fact of an ex-cution is not entered in the ar Diary -- 
TH PRESIDENT: I don't think that is really a matter hich we can £90 into, 
whether he thinks this is a criticism of the order. 
BY DR. SiG 
question concerning the facts. The Pros.cution asserts again 

thet there were soldiers in uniform concerned. The  chruacht co.uunique carried 
information about the execution of the 9th of November and thet exceution, as I 
have proved, took place on the llih of December. I am presenting to you now tho 
Document UK 57, and ask you to look at the secona paragraph under Figure 4. the 
heading is concerned with sabotage agsinst German ships n.ar Bordceux of the 12t! 
Decumber, 1942, and further on wo road: The participants hed presented Girond 
with canons coming from submorincs. They carried a special grey uniform. After 


ccrrying out the blastings they sank the boots :nü tried, with the aia of French 
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civilians, to escepe to Spain in civilian clothes, vid these soldiers behave 
correctly according to international law? 


A In my opinion, no. 


DR. SINLZRS: Then I have no more questions, -= i;xcusc me, one final questi 


T 


Did you personally, in the high command before that cxecution which was 
out on th. order of the Fuechrer directly, was any incuiry made to you or 
receive any information? 

A No, neither inquiry nor any information of any kina, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: ir President, the question rosu as to whether a docu! 


4 


concerning Norway had been translated correctly. I should likc to identify the 


nuub.r. The English translation, which I have beforerme. is not identical with 


the German original. It deviates considecrably. It is the Document CB 482. 
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I read the German original toxt which, in my opinion, is not according to 


the English translation. 


"The High Comand of the Navy states: Conquest of Belgian coast provides 


4 
Ci 


no advantage for subnarino warfare. In view of Norwegian basce (Trojndh-im) with 
tho support of prossuro fron Russia, tho Fuohre^ will consider quosti n," 

THD PRESIOENT: Dr. Kranzbuchlor, it would save tine really if wo have th- 
Sentence which is saic to have beon wrongly translated referre to a comittee 

experts in th- translating Jivision. It is not worth while wasting time over. 

DR. KRiNZBUZHLER: I beg your pardon, I did not know that it s 

exaninod again, 

THE PRESIDENT: I think we hac better he it examined anc thon the 
lation cortific to. 

DR. KRANZBUTHLER: I bəg your pardon, im. 

ir, Prosilent, I, Myself, have a question to the witness 
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4 Tiral, the docuront 873 has been put to you b^forc. 
diary of U-71 and was concerned with three Norwegian in a lifeboat. The 
was on tho 21st of June. I havo already subnitte? it to the Tribunal undor 
Doonitz No. 13, on page (f my docujsont book, a statonont by tho above-non- 
tiones commanding officor Flaochsonborz,. according to at statonont, th- sub- 
marine was put to soa on the lth of Juno. It was w f Norway, Can you toll 

that U-boat therefore, on tho 21st o le, was putting out for operation 
returning from cperations? 

You mean fron mens 

No, you have the 

On the lyth of June put to soa and on the 25th 

AS you know, that submarino was a 500-ton boat, 

position to carry out an operation over several woi 

ople on board? 

I believe not, I an not enough of an ^xport in .rdor to decide or 
judge Zofinitoly what an additi-ncòf personnel aboard may mean but, aside from 


that, I 15 not believe that such a snall boat, which is putting out t; soa for 


a longer oporation, can bo charged with prisoners. I 15 not consicer that pos- 
tas k 3 =] t 


S ible s 
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PRESIDENT: The witness canmtire. 


DENT è 


Yes, then, with tho pornission 
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Mr. rresicent, according to ny s 
ning of this case, I have submitted ths major 
tho testimony. With the permission of the Tribunal 
possibl- the roncincor 
to tho Tribunal :aodor Txhibit i 
mont bock 2, paga 105, an oxcopt fron tho bock which Churel 


. 


the yoar 1935 under tho title "Great Contomporarins 


Soul 
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official notice of the contents. Churci ints out that 


sibilities that »ne cann 
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We. 
AOL LL 
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April 19)2, 
the dictatorship was 
In document book |j, 
the Hague Convention, about 
that in connection 
'"sSler, 
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THT PRESIDENT: Yes. 

ERS: Then I ask tho Tribunal to be kind enough to tak^ 2ocunent 
book No. 5. Hore are documents which have already been subnittod. I subnitted 
it as Raoder Exhibit No. 100, docwmient book 5 page 437, which is a document 
from the “White Book" c neerning ths necting of the French Gonoral Staff of th 
9th of April 190, top szeret, Prosidont Daladier, Ganolin the iinister of the 
Navy, Colonial Minister, the Air itinister. It concerns the suggestion by Dala- 
lier to move into Belgium. Tho sugcostion was supported by General Ganelin anc 
also by tho iinister for International Defense on War. On page L42 there is m 
tioned about the march into Holland and finally of the arna 
the High. Tribunal has knowledge of tho details fron 
cunents, I should not like to read anything from these cocunents. I nly ask 
the Tribunal to take judicial notice. I should only like to point out that on 


page L43 of that very long docunont, mention is nade of the occupation sf the 


Port of Narvik and of the intontion to capture tho ninos of Dolavada, 
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I submit thon Raodor Exhibit No. 
book page 449, This deals with the order to 
Gronodior Rogiment of 13 April 1940 conccrning inform: tion 
Allicd troops and thc ostablishnont of fortif 
can be scon from tho docuaont that the fricndly troops montioncd 
aro the Allics, 

Thon I submit Racdor Exhibit 103, pazo 452, which 
French docuncnt of 16 April 1940 of the High Cormiand of tho Tronch 
Arny concerning measures about tho rail transportation of French 
troops into Bolgiun. 

I ask tho T^ibuncl to take judicial notice of all of these 
documents, which I shall not read in detail. 


n 


Tho sane applios in Racdor Zxlibit No. 104, 
document book 5, pago 455, which is the order of the Sccond Britis: 
Division concerning sc rm og | Bolgiu: of 9 april 1940. 
Thorc wo find a di ivo sinilar to the doeuncnt which has boon 
subnitted by tho Scoutio: Tha a dircetivo 
with Bolgiun civilian authoritics. 

Racder Exhibit No. 105, cocunuont book 5, 
Statorent of a Luxombourg citizen which shows that 200 non, Fronoh 
Soldiors in uniform, seven days boforo 
Belgium hostilitics, ontorod Luxen 

Mey it plo ne Tribunal, I originally intonded not to 


subnit anything concorning tho character of ay clicnt, bocause 


I was of the opinion that Ad: ircl Racdcr, both at hono and abroad, 


onjoyod sympathy and respect. The first trial bricf against Racde 
made me adhere to that intontion, Shortly bcfore the prosontation 
of that trial bricf, it was changed, and tho now forn wis 


derably more 3T on al accusations which scriously 


I have no doubt that tho High Tribunal undcrstands why, 
undor these conditions, I ask to bo parnitted to subnit docwints 
which aro conecrned with the charactor of Recdor. 

I submit Recder Exhibit 119, docununt book VI, 
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is a lotter from Frau von Poser to nc. It is not an afficavi 
anu quito purposely I hevo submitted the original because, in ny 
opinion, it will give a more original impression than an affidavit 
for which as Counscl I am asking to be granted permission, 

Tis: there is also a longer letter by Professor D. Seilt, 
who on nis own initiative approached me, I subiit Reeder Exhibit 
No. 120, which is also in document book VI, Pe;c 317. I would be 
grateful to the Tribunal if it would take judicial notice of that 
letter. I: order to save time, since it is ton pages lo 
would not like to read it. 

Then I submit Racder Exhibit .122, Docunent book VI, page 
a letter from lr. Erich Katz, which I subait with tho appen- 


ask that the Tribunal take judicial notice of it, in 


order to prosont one of tho cases in which Raodor intervened 


Sonally, and for personal reaso: y making full use 

fluence and positior 1 th | j n he intervened 

who had been attacked for boing Jowi end protected 

ceeded in protocting n Mr. Ka n his owna initiative, hc 
Sent no these docuncnts in order to show his gratitude, 

Raeder Exhibit 125. I submit a letter fron Guontor 
Jacobson that concerns a sinilar case. Jacobson was not approache 
by me cithor, but on his own contacted me in ordor to tostify that 
inodor intervonod for hi Pathe iho as a Jow had been accused of 
race disgrace and sont to a concentration.canp ho Spital, which I 

cliovo was still a prison at thet tino, but he saved hin so that 
Jacobson could onigrato to England, where is is still living now 

I submit as Racder Exhibit No. 124 an affidavit-- 

SNERAL 2UDENKO: Mr. Prosidont, I must mako tho follow- 
ing statemcut. all four oxhibits mentioned just now by Dr. Sionor 
aro porsonal lottors fror various porsons to Dr. 

not sworn affidavits. They are not interrogations,  Thoroforo 
these documents have little probitivo vealuc, and. I wondor whether 
they ought to bo admitted as evidence. Many letters aro T d 
and if they were all to be subnittod to tho Tribunal, tho Tribunal 
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would have great difficulty in establishing the truth and how far 
thoy are of probitivo valuc. In that connection, I personally 


object to tho fact that these docusonts should bo accepted as 


THS PRESIDENT: The Tribunal docs not think thet tho 


is of sufficiont importance to insist upon tho evidcnec 


upon oath. The documents aro adnitted. 
DR. SIEMZAS: «as Reeder Exhibit No. 124 I submit an affi- 
of Konrad Lottor. That is a vory short statc:ont, and with 


tho poruission of tho Tribunal, I should like to road that onc 


onbodicd the best traditions of tho 
truco particularly in a world-philosophical Spect. As c non 
as an officer he was at a jin he bost 3odol imaginable. 
"In 1941, when tho onti-Christion policy of tho Hitler 
gine commenced with its full right in Vavaria, whon Monasteries 
voro closed and in the education of youth tho intolerance against 
ovory crced boenno crassly manifest, I sont a nenmorandun of twelve 
pages to the adairal in which I prosontod to hin ny arguments 
ist this polio; Admiral Racdor intervened at once. Through 
istrict Leader and Minister 
of the Interior, Wagnor, at Munich, After a sorios of discussions 
between tho clerical, governmental and à perty authoritios, an 
ment was roached waich had the result that the school prayer 
the orucifix was allowed to romain in the schools, 
furthermore, 59 priosts who had been fined 500 marks cach wore 
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"The closing down of monastaries was also halted at that time. Gauleiter 
a Vagner had to defend himself" = æ 
: THE PRESIDENT: (Interposing) Dr. Sicmers, all these ?ocunents have been 
road by us very recently. 

DR, SIEVERS: Very well, Then I just ask the Tribunal to take judicial notice 
of the remainder. 

I submit also the two last documents, Raeder Exhibit No, 125 and Raeder Ex- 
hibit Noe 126, Nc. 125 is an affidavit by the former Reich Defense “inister Dr. 
Otto Gessler, ani Raeder No. 26 is an affidavit by the Navy Chaplain Ronnebercer. 
I ask you to take judicial notice of this latter ?ocument. 

I would like to be permitted to reac the short affidavit by Dr. Gessler 
because it has not only a purely personal part, but also a part which concerns 
the accusations acainst 

"I, Gessler, have known the former Admiral of the Fleet Dr. Raeder personally; 
since about the middle of the 20's when I was Reich "inister of National Defense. 
Raeder was then Inspector of the Educational System in the Navy. I knew Raeder 
always as a nan of irreproachable, chivalrous ‘cispdésition, as a dutiful man. As 
to the subject of the indictment, I know very little, 

"Raeder visited me repeatedly after my release fron the Gestapo in larch 
1945 when I was laid up in the He^owi- Hospital in Berlin and he helped also with 
my removal home, as I was ill and fully exhaustec. I also told him then about 
the ill treatment which fell to ny lot, especially the torture. He was obviously 
surprised and incienant. He said he would report this to the Fuehrer. I 
him at'once to refrain from that, for I had been told before the torture, and 
officially, that all: of this was taking plaee at the explicit orders of Hitler. 
Moreover I knew definitely that I woul’ immediately be rearrested, as on my 
release I had to sign the well known declaration fRevers) and could not even 
obtain a confirmation of my detention in order to get a ticket for my trip home, 

"I learned nothing about secret armaments in the Navy, neither durinc my 
term of office nor later, During my term of office, until Jamary 1928, Amiral 
of the Fleet Raeder would not have been responsible either, for he was at that 


time not Chief of the Naval Command, 


"it the time of the National Socialist re:ime I was partly ignored by my forr 


department and partly snubbe?, One of the few exceptions to this was Dr, Raeder, 
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Before 1939 he invited me three times to a visit on the cruiser Nurnberg, 


VAY 22-hÀ-EFe23-2, 


althouch I refused twice. Durinc the visit in June 1939, he came to Kiel 


personally to greet me, At that time we also discussed the political situation, 


I expresse! the apprehension that an attack on Poland would mean a European 
war, Raeder declared positively that he considered it out of the question 
that Hitler would attack Poland. When this ?i3 happen later, however, I 
explained this to myself on the grounds that Hitler liked to place even the 
highest militarists face tc face with accomplished facts," 

Then there is the statement "under oath" and the sirnature of the notary. 

AS to the last Raeder Exhibit, Noe 126, Ronneberzer, I ask the Tribunal 
to take judicial notice of it. It is a factual deseription about questions 
of the church and tha Navy Chaplain's office, 

re Presi?ent, with that, with the exception of three points, I can 
conclude my case, First ang secon’, there are still two interrozatories missin 
which have not yet been returned. I ask permission to submit these as soon as 
I have receive? them, 

Then, there is the matter of the witness General Admiral Boehm, who has 
already been approves, who on account of illness could not appear until now. 
The British delezaticn, through Sir David, has been kin? enourh to agree that 
if necessary this witness can be interrorated at a later date, May I be 
permitted to ask the Tribunal to keep this decision open, and if possible to 
permit that General Admiral Boehm should be questioned at a later date. I 
want to point out now that it will not be a larze complex of questions such as 
it has been with Admiral Sehulte=Moentine, which is already known to the Tribun 
from the material I have submitted, 

This concludes my case Raeder, 

THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will adjourn, 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 23 May 1946 at 1000 hours, ) 





